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L ETTER 


Toa Friend , tending to prove, 
1, That Yalid Ordination. ought. not 10 be re- | 
peated. 


WITH AN 


In which, ſome brief 


Are made upon a Lately Publiſhed Difſ- 
courſe of M, FOHN BATENY: concerning 


REORDINATIO N. 


By KR. 4. 2 Lover 'of Truth and Peace, By 
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Null eftendicur cauſe, ext 3lle qui qui ipſum s Baxe5prune afnitlere non potef, jus 
dandi amitterepoſſit, utrumg, enim Sactamentumeſt ; er quadan couſecr a» |. 
ciene utrumg; bomint datur, illud cum beptixzatur, . iftud cum ordiaatur, | 

. ideoq; in catholica mirumq; non licet i Merare, namſ quando x ipſa parte we- | 
nientes etiam prepofiti pro tons pacis corretto ſchi{[matis crrore ſuſcepti 
ſunt, & ſ viſum eſſe, ut eadem officia gerereut que gerebant, non 

-, ſlut rurſns ordinandi, ſed ſent Baptiſmus in iis, ita ordinatio manſit inte-. 

| £74; que in praciſiont fuerat vitium, quod pnitatus pace correftum et von 
18-Sacrameit is le, was ſunt , pla vera ſunt: or cum exyedive has hoc]. 


. videatur Eccleſie, ut prepofits eornum wvenientes ad Catholicam ſqcittatem 
hoxeves ſuos ib non 4 rent ; non ex tamen ipſa Ordinations Sacre. 
ments detrabaut ur, ſed man«n ſuper eos, ideoq; eis in populo manus non im- 
porter, ne 268 domini, ſed ip; Sacraments at injuria, Aug, Con, Epi 
Parmen,; 2:-Cap.1 1, 
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3 Oſtquma Kh Goileincunſt; Reſpoii 


A (5 fi onem'yon ad umbilicunrmodo;fed 
WAY '& 2d" calcthy pe 
rmbiin nant Etbetfirs tyuis de 'Re- Odin 
one, in quo nihil repert, quod Humfteitm 
ion ſpirarer,” i.e. Virum Do@um! Candi- 
dumiq!'8 Pacis Ecclefiaftica fadioh Mitiint: 
nondum tamen a me obtinere potui,utin ſen- 
rentiam tuam pedibus eam; fed e contra, 

dum Argumenta tua ad examen revoco, fir- 
mius mihimet perſuadeo Ordinationem ſine 
inſigni divinz Legis violatione,. 8& graviſh- 
mo Eccleſiz ſcandalo non pole i iterari. Pate- 


 Gertillud ex Animadverfionibus in diatriben 


ruams quas ideo publici juris feci, ut tu vel 
veritatem a noftra parte ſtare agnoſcas, vel 
ſalxem nos fine ratione non errare fatearis, 
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t-reponas illud unumt exorandus >, 
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ut; rinm( \dv 
ruum'contumeliole traare.' 'Satis acerbita- 
is noſtrz virus eyomuimus. Sciat jam Qtx- 


Tis NOT my t 

bis Chriſtiznus nos Presbyterianos poſſe pla- 
cidedifſentire, & totius cauſe definitionem 
ſolius Sacrz Scripturz Arbicrio permitrere. 
Hac Ratione que Argumenta prexponderent 
gravitace ſua facilius pendent #qui TIES. 
Eterna illa lux Spiricu ſuo mencem tibj illu- 
ſtrer, Dux iſte maximus Manum dirigat, ut 
quz. vera & ſalutaria ſunt, & comprehendas 
certos & . promas fideliter;; idem ille Deus 
me cui non ulterius permittitur in vinea la- 
borare, dignerur zterna in ccolis .requie, 
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olis Adverfariuon(fi amen Adverſarium) 
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TO THE- 
READER: 
Chriſtian Reader, | 


ſhould ſend thee imo the bo 
concerning the Author, matter, and occaſion, of what is here 
expoſed to thy wiew : For the Author, thou art entreated to 
look upon him, 4s one who loves not to. ſee hu face in trou- 
bled waters, bat would gladly ſpend his All upon thoſe fan- 
damental praffical truths, in which all fincere Chriſtians 
are apreed,' having ſadly obſerved. all along this diſputing 
Age, that the beſt of men in handlind Controverſies , have 
diſcovered more corruption in themſebues, then miſtake in 


heuld needle mit, if 7 
Ieention tone one 


their Adverſaries ; nor haſt thou any reaſon to be offended, 
that be rartanend Fe his Name, which if arts, þ would 


_ not have advantaged tht Treatiſe, bat rather have prejudt- 
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| The Preface 
gent (if avy one comnt; fo ſlight « piece worth anſmering) 1s 


LY 


wake perſonal refleFions , with which mens writings now 
a dayes are 4s full, as is the night of darkneſs: The matter 
d:ſcourſed of, 1: Re-ordination , 4 thing 4s gener ly con. 
demncd by the ancient Church, as Re baptization Ta on 
hugely juſtified, even to the cenſuring of all thaſe wha canngt 
ſubmit to it. Men Renowned for their Picty and Learning, 
"men that heve been Ordainery of. -others lead the way,-and 
thoſe who have been ordained by them follew after , never 
conſidering whether the natare of the Grdinance be not ſach 
as makes it unjterable , nor whether they ſhall not hereby 
j»ſlifie the rigid Prelatiſts in all their hard ſpeeches againſt 
 Presbyterian Ordination ; for why ſhould they bt blamed who 
called it a Mock-Ordination , ſeeing the men who gave and 
received it, are content to let it be accounted Far , taking 


the very ſame” Orders that 'they da whi were Stver looked 


pon as Miniſters ? all the Anſwer that is given is, that 
they do not renounce their former Ordination, nay, they open- 
ly declare, that they look upon it 48 valid, only thextake 4 
Confirmation from the Biſhop, 4 Licenſe as it were, to exer- 
Ciſe that Miniſterial Authority which hath been already con- 
ferred on them: But one would think rational men ſhould 
zot [0 eaſily ſuffer themſelves to' be deceined ; 1s there” any 
thing in that form and manner of making and ronſecrativ 

Prieits and Deacons, that looks like « bare Confirmation 

Are not all things ſo contrived 'and 'manaved, that Ordain» 
ers and Ordained would be ridiculous, if thryſhiuld\intend 
any thing leſs then the conferring uf the! eſſe Miniſteriate, 
 Tpreſent unto you, Reverend'Father 'in God, ithefe pet- 
 ſonsprefent, to be admitted Deacons. 1f any ove here 
can help bimſelf by a mental reſervation, and [ay;ihat he is 
preſentedto be admitted Deatin, which'he's a gre iyet 
when Alon the Biſhop ſaith, Brethren; if. there be 


_ any of you, who-knoweth arty it 


f 


pedimbatz.or notable 
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to the Reader. 


crime in any of theſe perſons preſented to be ordered 
Dcacons, ſure be cannot think, that to be ordered D:acon, 
is only to be confirmed Deacon. Likewiſe, in the forms by 
which a 1141 is made Prieft, there are many phraſes uſed, 
which make it not at all to look like an admiſſion, ad eug- 
dem gradum z 4nd the very fees themſelves that are paid, 
declare it to be ſomething more. As for the occaſion of wri- 
ting what i now publiſhed, thou mayeſt ſoon perceive it was 
the Letter of a Friend, deſiring the Amthors judoement in 
the caſe: it is now publiſhed, to this end, that if any one be of 
a contrary mind, he may be induced to let ws know his own 
reaſons, and bis Anſwers to ours, aud this will be a work of 
high charity, to convert us from ſuch an errour, #s t like to 
hinder us from ag; our Miniſtry, But let not any 
man think, he ſhall be able to convert us by railing, by bitter 
jeers, or Sarcaſmes;, the wrath of man worketh not the 
righteouſneſs of God. We ſhall think the cauſe i but 
weak , wbich muſt be ſupported by opprobrious languaze. 
This, good Reader, is all the trouble that is thought meet to 


be given thee by way of Preface, O pray for the peace of 
Jeruſalem ! Ke 


- 
% 


Xerpg08oJe 7% ITpe&CvTrew : 

X OI T — 

eA Letter to a Friend., tending to ' 
prove, 1. That Valia Ordmation 
. _ onght not tobe repeated. 2.That 
ordination by PreSbyters 7s valid. 


Hat when you were invited to the conſtant 
eg preaching of the Word, 1 perſwaded you to 
ordained , is no matter of my repentance, 
I norneedir be any matter of your repentance, 
/ that rhings (tandingas they then did,you made 
= I y choice we ordained by meer Presbyters, with- 
| | out a Biſhop. J 
I had in my eye thar of the Apoſtle, How ſhall they preach, ex- 

. cept they be ſent, Rom. 10.15. that of the Prophet, Fer. 23. 21. / 
' bavenot ſent theſe Prophets, yet they ran z 1 have not ſpoken to them, 3 
jet they propheſied 5.v.32. 1 ſem them not , nor commanded them, ; 


» 


() 

therefore they ſhall not profit this Of. ſaith the Lord. Nor could 
1 forget what holy, zealous Luther, hath in his Commentary on 
the G alathigns : Non ſatis eft "4 hal verbum & purans der inans; 


tet thians ut Yocatio cert fit » ungredithir , ad mu- 
- oierks refed avrnge dk rp txuar Dens laborens 


ary, nie wory of” querquuan qu ſalmaria oferice, 


tAmen'n 
ou, ix tike, bad in your ne er a 


hw Dwines ac home unanimouſly 
ning Ordinatiex by Þr, Speer 
Bur now t ſeems you begin roqueſtion, whether you may not 
dothac which will be a vircual and interpretative: renouncing of 
your former Orders; Kemps mad ra from ſome Bi- 
ſhop, and his Chaplains ;- che grounds you go upon-are :. I. Be- 
caule elſe ic will not be polliplego oet any preferment in the 
Church : 3. inn ſome thaf were voiced forrgerly to have more 


of the Presbyrerian inghem then-you, have alread 2Qually ſub- 
DAY hea DOGLAkD. » 
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Rave ere ery 
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No PICS We ori 
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you mention bh much with 
Suppoſe the Anabepriſtical Seflariar Phrenſie ſhould have fo 


poſſeſie: the late Governonrs,. as that they would have collged 
no livings but on thoſe, who though ba x in infancy, would 


nauce; 
and, wha ir yok 


af erwardstakee ſecond beptfm; ac ' Kew Wc Ivys al 
that ſomeJearned, and ſeemingly godly yrehe! = 


baprization-, would-youforchwith oY mg 
Lhd pany dl and been dipped-i tz the f head * 
aud Haly-Ghoft ?-If ſo, then your Religion is) ry/rnc as þo 
mercy x0 SUPCTiQuis, and we may-chank the Karlith 
your Orthedoxy. 

I preſume yotrwillxeply rhe caſe is different , that -you lay 


wit h-berter conſcience take a ſerond Ordination, then a ſerond- 
- Haptilme+' But-I'pray you where lies the difference/?+ Is Bap». 
alnance of. boſe ?-ſo. is Ordinarion e. 1s. Baptifmca- 
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you" ither youtare: not the.man that E 
3" 6r\ = di have alway on 


BT be 


rtvl; nj paſtas things. 


nave che be Hf LFEhat ” 


Sacrament ? Knot Ras naK GRie Guid hoc 


ad Iphieli: boves > Fr mil hr be a Sacrament, ang x en ceo 
for the-Lords Sy. fete moſt roger nd ATR yorkon 454 
cramjent,and ay 2ppoinement of Godir is to JE recs 


is not , niakesit 
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deb fs, perry or:no, I- hou rhen grant you "hear yo 
ſureneſs fake be ordained inan H porberical fort, f mn ording- 
ts rs, REC 
b I ſuppoſe that when yoil were ordained by Precijeers, fi ſuch 
a form of words was uſed as madeyou a Mi mille, not of any par- 
riculat, butof rhe Carholick Church ; for had you been made 
Miniſter only of. chat parricular Church unto which you were firſt 
called, chen your relation to that Church ceafing ,; you'ceaſed' ro 
be a Miniſter. and ſore returned! ro the coridition of aprivate_ 
Chriſtian; and therefore you kriow that the righe fort of Jndipcn- 
dents do judge, chat when their Pafor prejebioh out 'of his own 
Congregation, he preacherh otily as « gifted Brother, and Charita- 
Ko rand 'Chnrch-Offier, or gthoruativ. | 
you: arg to 


dnl e thatif yaut þe oigained b a' Bj 
beordain fach a form of _ ws aeohien men are” 
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made ex now Min;Pric, Minifri, ex now Clericic, Clerici... This 
1 ſuppoſe, becauſe I have all along heard , that as many. as have 
been re-ordained by the Biſhops, have been by them looked up- 
'  enandconfidered as Laicks , being firſt made Deacons, then 
Prieſts in the very ſelf-ſame form and orcer that they are ordain- 
ed, who never had any Conſectation to the. ManeFterial C ffice. 
Were your former Lars only to be compleated and con- 

firmed, I would nor inje leaffcruple into-yout mind , be- 
cauſe I know, that though. your Ordination by Presbyters was 
Lawful,and ſufficient to make you a Miniſter, [© it as. perhaps 
not exaCtly legal anc! Canonical(at lealt,if there be any Law. exranc 
in England, declaring thoſe, .and thoſe only.that are ordained by 
Biſhops,to. be lawfully ordained )& 'tts but prudential co procure 
ſome infirument to. ratifie that Which pievith people will be apc 
to.take Exceprion againft. a oe: ods 

You know. che late Parliament hath made an A, in and by 
which, all, whether. ordained by Biſhops or Presbyters ,- are con- 
firmed in theif livings, though nor. inſtituted. and induRted ac- 
cording to the letter of Laws in force, before theſe molt unhap- 
py unnatural diviſions. In this AQt Miniſters rejoyce, and plead 
1t.ag1inſt thoſe who difturb them ,, yer do not think that they 
have been all rhis while 1ztreders, and Xſarpers.. - | 

_ Semblably: would-our. Prelates ſo far conſult either their own 
credir, or the peace of the Church, as toerr.ur ageneral confir-. 
mation of all Ordinations by Nresbyters., provided that the 
perſons ſq ordained, be upon examination found ſufficient , ſuch. 
a confirmation would not only be ſubmitred to, but alſo moſt. 
thankfully recaved , for in ſo doing we ſhould .llopthe mouths 
of gain-ſayers , and yer give no occaſion to. our friends to call 
into queſtion the validity.of any Miniſtenal . Acts done by us all 
this while. <> | 

Nor would1I in the, leaſt diſlike it , if. our Bifſhops-( ſuch. of, 

them as are. holy, .and may. be ſuppoſed to-haye any interelt and 
favour at the Thrane,of Grace)\would when anyAare removed. to, 
a new charce, call their.Presbyrers, and pray for.a bleſſing-upon 
the endeavours of perſons ſo removed , yea, and lay-hands on 


them. Tam much miſtaken, or elſe.ſuch a geaFila may be war-. 
miniſtred. and, faſted, the Holy 


ranredfrom Afﬀts 13. 2, 3. As the 


Ghoſt, ſaid, ſepgrate now: myo me Barnabas ayd. Saul , for the work 


-” —_— 


whereunto 


| #uwd laid their hands os thems, they 


lo:, Can. 2. (peak 


whereunto 1 have called them ; and:when the had faſted and pra | 
ds on ſent qr , You poly = 

cell me that Chryſoſtome, and (ame other Commentators of good: 

eteem, do underttand this place,of Ordination'to an Eccleſia 
cal Office, I know they do;-.bur yer ſeeing Pai was an Apoftie 
befote this crime, ſeeing he-expreſly affitmech , Gal: 1. 1. that he 
was as ApeoſHe not 6f men, nexher of man, but by Jeſus Chriſt ; (ee- 
ing alſocis not ſatd, ſeparate unto mefor the office, bur for the 
work (is 7» igyor) whereunto T have called ::1 judge it moſt 
probable, that the: y«:og8ige that is there ſpoken of, Was not 
OrdinativaMtt Optative,.. ' Of this: judgement is the learned 
Sanael. areſuw, in his Examen of ſome oftheiqueſtions derers 


mined by our judicious Prideanx , Þ- 32. So was Mc, Richard 


Vines in his excellent Sermon before the Parliament, upon the 
day of humiliation for thegrowth of Errors, Hereſies, Fc. p.16; 
where you may find him al{o-quotmg Spalate, lib.2. de Rep. Ecct. 
cap.2. parag 12. '! | | 

Bur chis I ſay; tha. ht who hath once been ordained to the office and 
order of a Prisbyter, and knows himſelf ſs to be, ought-not- by a+ſe+ 
cond Ordination to be ſet-apart tothe {ame office. 

This I prove to you 1.from the(ſo called)Canons of che Apo- 
ſles,Can.67:S: guus Epuſcepus, aut Pretbyter, aut Diaconus ſecun- 
dam ab aliquo Ordinationem ſuſceperit, deponitor tam ipſe, quam qus 
ipſart ordinavuit. | 

About the Authority and Antiquity of: theſe Canons I will 
not.contend with you, Dr. H.H.in tis Reply ro Dr.Open,p.10; 
acknowledgeth. that they werenor write as the Apolties, nor 
by Clemens at the appointmenr of the Apoſtles,p.t2. and that his 
meaning in calling the ſecond Canon gamine, was only to untt- 
mate, that 1t xayygs-nor one of choſe 35 later Canons that were e- 
fleemed 'by learned men Nova and Adulkerate. The : 
truth 19, the opinion and efteen of the Larin: and Greek . 
Church: hath been very 'differing - and contrary, . concerning 
cheſe Canons : *Tis certain, that the Syno4 afſembledin Trak - 


$ honourably of all the eighty five.Canons, 
for theſe arethe.\vords they uſe, 73; #23: T6r we) lus; dylvy x, 
erPoFor 'Amginar Gydoixorra mwre xgvoras.; John Damaſctn fears - 
not to reckon them among, and-equal- then. with .the divinely 

nſpired books of. che New TeRlament-; Drifid. Orth. 414.4 £c.18. . 
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But 2 Synod at Renee, abantche year 494. decrees, that theſe Ca» 
fans, as well che 6ſt fifty, as the other. chirty ave, arcall ſpur 
rious, and to: be reckoned among thoſe writings qu# ab Heretscis 
ſve Schiſmaticis conſerepta vel predicata. fant ,, queg, nullatenss 
reciput.Catholica &. 4poltalica Romana Eccleſia. .Not doch. ac figs | 
nike much; that Neay/ixe Ex:gans, Who hived not dong after that Wo 
Roman: Synod . ownerh fifty of. choſe. Appiolical Canons, 
van, onultwd, ac eruditione exterss ; and therefore was willing. to 
ſer off thoſe Canons rhe beſt he could xa:the Romamaſis ; yet ſee- 
ing all theſe Canons are of ſome conſiderable Wntiquiry , 1 
thoughc it not amiſs to-quore-one of them , and let the: Argu- 
ment drawn thence fate or it 9 bs b 
2, I argue (ſecondly from iſe of our Englith Church , 
any one had received Ondinion from chePapilts,though ſuch an 
Oc:dination be very corrupt, very ſuperſiicious, yeybecauſe it was 
judged valid, the party who had received it, was on his 
Gon looked 23 a Miniſier, and: admirted ro exerciſe all of- 
fices miniſterial, withour any- new .Ordination. In like man- 
ner, if any one in the CAMMarien. Perſecution. Was ordained beyond 
the Seas, I find not that it was required of him, that he ſhould 
be again ordained according to. the form and mode uſed in the 
Engliſh Churches. þ--4 29s | 
I could name you hundreds that were acknowledged as Mini- 
ters, . and ſuffered quierly ro enjoy Eccleſiaſtical Benefices , and - 
co perform all ſacerdoral offices , meerly on the ſcoreof cheir 
Ordination by-Presbyrers beyond the Seas, or in. Scot/avd': But 
left I ſhould berediaus, I ſhall only mind you of one-example 
related in the Hiſtory of Scotland, penned by A.Biſhop Spufonnd, 
When ſome were to be ordained Biſhops for Scorignd at London- <$—- 
houſe, Anno Dom. 1609. « queſtion was moved by Lancelot An- / 
drews, Biſhop of Ely, touching the Conſecrationof the Scottiſh Bre 
haps, who, as be ſaid, muſt firſt be ordained Presbyters , as bavuig 
received no Ordination from a Biſhop ; the Arch-Biſhop of Canter» 
bury Dr. Bancroft, who was by, maintained, that thereof there was 
no-neceſſuty, ſeeing where Biſhops could nut be had, the Ordmnation gt- 
ven by Presbyters muſt be efteemed lawful. This applauded to by the 
other Biſhops, Ely acquieſced. and at the day, and in the place ap- 
pointed, the three Scattiſh Biſhops wer Conſecrated. (| 
| n 
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) 
Fears I ar notice, that the ground 


Weng'r10t to be aide 
"gruvn «ont 


ceededior ther-Conſecration ef rhem,; ch64 ever mnago Prigts: 
incheregithar'Priefts are-:made itt-B "=: 

- I was alfotold, :chit irtche lace conferetic before his Majeſty, 
whenie-was moved, that: cheywho'had been ordained by Preſ-. 
byrers, during thetace- diftration, -norbe pens hv to 
Ckeany: other: Ordination :. The Epi - Divines refuſed-ro. 

yield-to that-morion, and' being with the juegemient of 


obeordainedby by Bidop, they they did not eall then; 


oo Rondo, bur to Ocdinarion; their forttrer Ordifiation bes - 
ing-not only-irregular; and yon-Ganonieal; bur alſo hull; And: 
hadehey- hot fler'ra rhisy they: muſt of xveceſicy have' been” 
the:Ordimations, thardutiogthe difitaRtions, . 


brougherTorepear 

Were nad by Mid y Biſhops, chey being nor done without" menifold 

negates, a&'t© eimE or place: ,- of ſome other ſych'circums: 
ances.. 

- -Iprbverhigdly,'rhar he:who'ig ordained with 4 valid ordina- 
tion; oughrinot:ro'deagrin rerdained?, becidfe' by fiibmitting 
to ſuch-reorgdinarien; 
You'are:hdr of the numberofthoew 
an'Otdinance of God, if you-be, T ruſt turti 


you ove? toD:Sex- 


74m 
that qv 
cefſiry, tr bir-m6 man can-ordinarily, 
Law; enrer the Miniftry'wichout ir > You'wilt racher ſay , that - 
by being teordained; amartdorh'torconeraftihe guilt of raking : 
an Ordinance of God in vain ; - bur if that be yout anſwer, 1 thus - 


| ; and irrefragablyprove 


afoit you, Tv i\naky 
ſuch end as God:tharts 


a Ora: 


ined it mato', 1s" 10 take 


bath 
ton, 17s che minor. but 


ets mus rot rear hes vithaun Cavadfſe pv. 


Ang Quit) 3g gainttReordinacionz chey anſwered, that incalling_ 


hedoth rake an Ordinance of God in vain: - 
Ordinniof to-be- 


yford, the Lonalow Mlin;Gers; Who ave lirgeſy difculſed: 
d, that'Ordinarion is ſo'ne-- 
without: brexehiof Gods 


avOrdivence of Gid edfy fo neend, "neg 
God invaiy ; but to be reordained-after preceding vahd Ordineron, . 
| i19t4hd an propane: of 'God tither tomientd; or 16m ſuch endiar he - 
# it peo; Ergo4 IFeither Propofition nee@ cofifirina- - 


but- of :che ttach- of © don 2 
bs. 4 


F«. 


($) Wk 
doubt, if you will but a little conſider what the end of Ordinkti- 
on is, and thatcannot better be gathered, then fromthe defi- 
nitions that are uſually ne of rig wo, are to this 
urpoſe , Ordination is an att, whereby in the Name of (rift, noe 
_ are ſeparate and ſet apart tothe nk: and office of ho Meme 
ſiry. Now I ask when you were ordaitied,” were you thus ſepi- | 
rate and ſetapaxrt or not ?. If you were: not, then 'you were not 
ordained ; if you were, what uſe ſerves your reofdination unto ?- 
han 6. ſay, by that means you thall procure inſtitution 
from the Bilhops, and be the more acreptable to the people : 
But I pray you,where do you find any (I will nor ſay precepr,bur) 
allowance of God, to take Ordinationto ſatisfie' the humour'of 
un:eaſonable men ? par—Spmg 5 in Antiquity to incourape you 
ro ſuch a compliance? Friend, think on't imparcially, was the 
x#erue the Apolile ſpeaks of, conveyed to you by the laying on. 
of the hands of the Presbytery ? if it was not, you have much 
' to anſwer, for wy upon you to command the people to re- 
cieve you as one of Chriſts Embaſladors, ' they might have cold 
you, that they. were 'as much. Embafladors as your ſelf ;" if ir 
-was, doyou think it would be any thing leſs then ludere ſacris, 
ro ſubmit to anether examination, and to have the Biſhop and: 
his Chaplains pray, that you may now receive that gift? - 

I will conclude this firſt head of my diſcourſe, when 1. have 
firſt minded you, that 1s is not long fince, through the iniquity 
of the times, ſome Epiſcopally ordained, were conftrained to 

have their reſidence either in the ' Gall:cay or Belgickh Churches, 
where there is no Ordination but by Presbyters, would theſe 
Divines have been content co be reordained after the mgde of - 
thoſe Churches, before they had been permitted to e the. 
double honour due to them as Miniſters ? 1f they would nor; (as 
I preſume they -wonld not) why do they require that from others, 
which they would not have been content others ſhould have re- 
quired of chem ? | Fi): 1540 2 
. If yau ſhould pletd/ on their behalf, that their Ordination 
was valid, ſo is not Ordination by Presbyrers ; that I ſhall prove 
to be falſe and Popiſh by and by. | 
If ſecondly you ſhould alledge; rhat .our-Prelatifts would not 


require reordination from Divines ordained beyand the Seas,be- : 
nation from a: 


cauſe they were nor in a Capacity r0-receive O 


Biſhop, 


crouble they mighr have received them from ſome Biſhop- 1 
ſay , that mens being Schiſmaticks , dorh nor invalidace or 
make nulk eicher the. Orders. which they give or receive ,, nor 
hatch the Churchof God ever been want to puniſh: Schifme, by 
compelling the Schiſmatick 'to receive new;Qrcers:z\ For rhis, 
you May :pleaſe roread Grober. Voeriu Deſper«canſa Papat. lib. 2. 
ſec. 2. cap. 13, 14. Nay, nor do our Epiſcoparians call ſuch as 
were ordained by Epiſcopal hands-ro reordination, though ſun- 
dry of . them have fallen off from cheir-Goyernment, and'zoyned- 
in with. Presbycerians;, which-. yet :rhey muſt have: done "if 
Schiſme do evacuate and 7k their Orders ;-. if by: being 
ordained by Pcesbycers, wefell into Schiſme,. repentance, an 
the bloud-of Chritt muſt rake off the guilt of char fin, nor reor- 
dinatian, and paying fees to the Bithop, or his:Officers, 
Barc ſecondly, Lam fill fo blind, as-net roſes, that it was -a- 
ny Schiſme co beordained by [Presbyrers, forall Schiſme 15 fin, 
and all fin is a cranſgreſhon of -ſome good-and [righteous Law';* 
but there was no tranſgreſſion. of any 200d: righreows Luv , in 
receiving orders from Presbyrers, for it ſo, theneither of a di- 
vine or hltmane Law ; not of a divine, for thereis nors Law of. 
God requiring us not tobe ordained by arly but a Biſhop5 nor . 
of bumane Law : For 1,1 cannot find any Law of the Nation 
enacting, that all Ordinnions ſhall be 'made by a Biſhop, and 
his Pre:byters, and no otherwayes.' 2, Jf there had been any 
{uch Law, tt might be queſtzoned,. whether itcould oblige” rhe 
conſcience in ſuch tumes-of| confuljon 2s we were fallen into. 
3. If a man had been{ordained by a Biſhop in thoſe daies, be 
ad nat Rave. got any Ordination every way agreeable to the 
vvs of the Land : Our Biſhops telus, that the Canons of 
1693. areL:w, if they he (0, ſe ve Pacry ing the [ate 


GiltraCtions » did rranſgreſs them with a witneſy : 'bar if 1 _ oj E 


rm We. area act 4 We . 
- ments'to proye this; righr>be cranſcribed'out'of Mr, hi | 
' Tra of Schiſme, a Diſcourſe ſo lolid, and yerbecettie ſo ſcarce; 
th1cif in cad of being re-ordained your ſelf, yowwould g get 4--p 
reprinted; «would much obligente.” 2003 Una P17 

[But ir 18 ximeEto come to-rhe Second Parb of my Fask ; which 
is to:ſhewy, Thac Ordmation by Presbyrecs is'valid: "which [ 
 ſhalbendeaourdy theſe following Arguments + - *'' | 


1. If Prechytercand Biſhops bs oge differtutin Order then Ordina- 
01 by Oe DT” 4 Bur —_ Cond Biſhops ave nor tif 
= in Oraer," Et 3593 02 


The Conloquence the Major 15 founded on that Maxim, ſo 
| crequently uſed bythe moſt Reverend ZXſher, Ordzasu oft Jaere 

Ordines;" Propolitioniſo evident;hatit is acknowl 
Dr. HiFernes: onerof the greateſt wpholters' of the ly ects 


ning OY " his (papriy praoguogy Oiſebiels, Page rt F>, 
HIG,11 gn $539, 10 ” 291 

The Manor; That a and Biſhops are of theſame, 
and not a different Order, ſhalt'be proved by as got 
and Teſtimony,' as is produced, 't' cari Be expected in” 2'Con- 
tzoverfie of this Nature, 'vizs/ Ir'ſhall be' {hat this was. 
the general Sentiment. -1.. Of out!Ptoreftane Divine whether 
Engliſh or: Tranfmarine, 2. Of very" Leatned'; Fimout P4- 
pitts.. 3.1 Of Aricient Fathers living before (othE'f the Conro- 
verſies depending: b: rwixt the. Papal wy Refornted | Gburches | 
were 10 | | _ 

In wneng of che Judgment of nick Divine as? A contrtiohly* 
called Reformed-an Proteſtant; I might be Tatge:* Indeed I' 
ſcarce know one againſt me. The Late Archbiſhop of Canterbury, 
when hewas roanſwer\fot his Degree, _ # xr this for one of 
his Queſtions, 244 Epſcopatice ſit” Or dv" diftnitiu ? - Boe! 
he was ſufficiently goa. mY pry mind 'by Dr _ 
the Regions Profeſſor, a5 you may find' 1n<MF?Prommes Hil 
htm: _c 7 If you ſhould be ſocurious, as" to we nfincs Mr. Prone: 
had $5 Relation ? I canrelbyou, he hadir'from Dr. Fridean. 


who On at: che Difpucation. Tcah furcher, affure 7, 
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ht) 1eito9 ml of ns (41): 1eT 100: ot 
l De 46 of the Chair was ſo-moved), . Sir be rol bis 
yur came home, that bead: a Papiſt rhar-day roan- 
ver undes him in the Schoples;; : bimcafide;and fome _ 
violent Followers of h's, \Proteſtants.getierally hold,;thata Pres-'"" 
£ ang a Bilbop do differ, Grads, nor: ot Oritn's Vienmor-eron- 
e you with Ctr or fromthe Tranſmarine Divines,leſt you 
ould ſay cbey did S*aiver 6mfhze.. Nor yerwill-1 rranſcribe any 
ch 3u h De. Eietdor Dr. Whitaker, ar Dr. Reinolds; becauſe 
cel de, ch h=ſe,.apd ſeveral achers held Epiſcopicy ro be 
17 (ameluperiour;Negree and Eminence. ,/ Me. Frinets Man 
renowned. for, his\Defen/io Mimfberii Arglicens, Naths in- a fer" 
e Mancained, chit. Epiſcopacy and\ Presbyrery are nor 
ding Orders, an that therefare.cthe\Qrdinations of the Chur-: 
beyond the Sexxare,gaodandwalids ih) vifonys wie ena? 
© Gage [0 Fg. Tien het ngpe mag mae inokch ww 
Foundato ationzof ouwr,Reformationwere firft laid +: Yow 
gh fam Mr.. Tohn,Fox, Val.:2,Pag6s Faro Londdn "a ? 
that young, \Jefieb,:: by 'the/ Authority of -hix&wn Regal: Y 
Lawes, appointed-cerain of the molt, Grave and beſt Learned | 
Biſhops,.,ang, acher; of-his; Realmy, co-aſſemble cogerher arhis” 
Calle, of windſer,othere to. agueandenntenr; pe: MictsI hive”? 
longed to meet with an Author, from whom I might learniwhie! 
"ak done at.chax Meering 4; bur: icoutd, not hear- of anyone: hac 
had mer with any. thing that might giveme or others farieftRion, | 
I; of late. calting nyye eye curſory; upon a [Piece Pabliſhed'by 
i. Edward Stilhng fleets a very Judicious and TREO, > 
I bknderſtood, rbar; þy, ſome ſwgular;Providence;. there cams el! 
his hands an Autheptick M. $:-of the: ra there, . From" 
that, we are affured,rhar:T3.Cz Ac6t Cafrerivo Martyr, '6:ve * 
It in; '2s his Judgment, T hat Biſhapr and Prieſts were" at onetime, | 
and, wene not twa things, bit borh.ove Office tinthe begining of Chriſts 
Relg1op., And fromebelagmeM: Syofurther appear; 07 hat "y 
Biſhop of - Aſaph; -TherlebypRedman;,0Qaxl-m{li'emolaged in that ' 
Connentionz were of the ſane Oprviow, that at firſt Bi hops and Pr et 
byters were the ſame; Redman and Cox expreſſely Ar withrafpro- 


bee che Judgment of Jerome. -Of theſime entundou)r. * 
dl & were ON oNRelers of ie LY fr maneone bf © 
a$:2227 he ſeen.tvw Cob adet yerediobrur the 


(da eMoacrenen of Orders. In a WVOrd,our Martyrs did 


(13) 
ſogenerally opine, that Epiſ: copacy was no ſuperiour Order to 
Presbytery, that Dr. Hejliz. in his, Hiſtoria quinquartiontar i, Pare 
2. p. 17, doth on purpgole caution us-that we ſhould nor arrributre . 
roo Much tochem, or meaſure the 'DoErine of our Church by 
them, le{t we ſhould be forcedto/alloiv'the patity or Idencry ra- 
therof Biſhops and Priefts, 'becauſe John Lambert ( he mighc 
have named many others ) did ſo conceive. I the Primitive 
Church, ſaith he, there were no more Officers inthe Church of God 
then Biſhops and Deacons, that ts to ſay, Miniſters, as wineſſeth , 
be ſide Scripture, St. Hierom in kius Commentaries on the Epiſtles of 
St. Paul-: Whereas thoſe whom we now call Prieſts, were all one, and 
»o other but Biſhops, and the Bifhops no other but Prieſts, men ancient 
beth in age and Learning, ſo ntar as conld be choſen ;' wor were they 
raft nuted and choſen as they be now a dayes , the Biſhop and hu Cffi- 
cer, only oppoſing them, whether they can conStrue a Collett > But 
they were choſen alfo-with the conſent of the people amonr ſt whom they. 
were to have their Lyving, as (hewerh St. Cyprian: But alack. for 
pity ſuch Eleftions are baziſhed, and: new Faſhous brought in. By 
which, ſ:ith the Do@or, Truly ( ifir-may ſerve for a Rule:) our 
Biſhops muſt he reduced to. the Rank of Prieſts : | Bur falſely 
- doth he add, that then theright of Preſentation muſt be-pur in- 
to the bands of rte people, tothe deftrution of all the Parrons 
1n the Kingdom. | 
If I would produce all-rhe Teſtimonies of the Learned among 
the Papilts, my Papers would ſwell ro 100 great a Bulk. D. Forbes 
* the Scotchman, who hath deſerved well-of the Hierarchy, doth. 
amply. prove, rhar ic was the general Opinion of the Schooimen, 
that Epiſcopacy and Presbyrery are the ſame Order :- See his 7- 
revicwrs, Lib. 2.Cap.1t.P; 154, 155,156, 57,158. Youmay 
alſo have recourſe to Mr. Maſon in the before commended Tre:- 
riſe concerning Qrdina:ion beyond the Seas by Presbyrers. This 
alſo did ſo. much (tick with Biſhop Fl, that he would not maiy- 
rain Epiſcopacy to be 4 ſuperiour Order,rhough he were byArch- 
biſhop Lad mucl preiſed fo to-do. See. rhe Eerters that pafſe] 
berwixe theſe two Prelates,. recorded by Mr. Pr yme 11 Cunterby- 
ries Doors. . 
- Would you have me go higheryet co the Fathers, that deferv 
 mar2reverencerhen theſe Popiſh Schodlmen. ' - 6. 0H 
' Imight bripg-you WHichael Median, ' a PonificianVriter , 


RY. 


| Cclvese« 


=" 

(43) | 
ecknawiedging that Chryſoſtome, Jerome, Ambroſe, Were of the 
fare ind wich Aeris : Sec him, Lib. 1, De Sacroruns He- 
minuns Oragine & Continentia, Cap, . But becauſe he is ſo ſevere- w_ 
ly chaſtiſed by Bellarmine for this concellion, c..15. De Cleric : Ss 
I defjce you toconhder ſerioufly,and 1mparcially ro ponder what ® 
is by Presbyterigns 'produced our of theſe: Authors them- 


| [ FO ; 

Ambroſe his wo:ds'xre theſe ; Poſt Epiſcopuns Diacenatus Or - 
dina:zonem ſubjicit :- Quare.! Niſt quia Epiſcopi & Pretbyteri una. 
Ordinatioeſt.,. Uterg; enim Sagerdss oft. Sed Epiſcopu primm efts 
1; ons Epiſcopus Presbyier fit, non tamen ons Presbyter, Epiſco- 
pres. Hit emms Ef [copus oft gut uner Precbyteros primus eſt. Bur theſe 
Conmentarics, *wwill be Gid,bough bearing the name of Amb. 
are not his. To avoyd trouble and Diſpure about a Concroverke, 
which is not much ad res ſummers ; 1 grant the. Commentaries: 
ate not the Commentaries of Ambroſe: bur then they are the. 
Commentaries of one Hilary, as anctentas Ambroſe, a Dercon 
of the. Church of Rvywe.For it 15 obſerved by D.Blordel,that under. 
chic name Avg.quotes ſome words ftillexranc in choſe Commen= = 
raries ; and: Auguſtine had a very reverendelteem of this Author... 
Though, if I nwiake not, B, Hal{mn one of. his replies to Sme--- 
Eymnuns, ſreiks of. him very lightly and contempt bly. © . « 
| Chryſoſtame.in a Piece of his, vever that I find, excepted a-+ 
gainlt as ſpurious, his Hamilies.on 1.73”. 7 17 o27Curipay, 
wyuea des Te Nawares wenmndvao 37 InmTe; on s 20Av 2 hoy... 
Ther's not, ſaich rhis Holy Father; much difference. berwixt - 
Presbyters and Biſhops : What think-you ? Did he.me:n chey... - 
were of ditferent Orcers ? © 'He would chen haye-ſaid, they dit-. 
fer as much as may be, as much'as Presbyters and-Deacons do. 
The Colleftion of Queſtions on the Old. and-New Telta- 

ment wasvery anciently aſcribed to St. Azguſtize,.*cis not now... 
by Learned men thought ro be his ; bur the Aurhor, whoever he., 
was, had Antiquity and Legzcening enough. to ſer him above Can- . 
 tempr, Theſeare (one of his words, Vid of Epiſcapos, mſipri-. 

mus Prebyter, hoc eſt, [umm Sarerdos ?. Now pray yous do. 
nat theſe words plainly imply , that a Biſhops bur of the (tre 


Order with 2 Presbyter ? Suppoſe you ſhould me; with theſe 
words inany ancient Author, Owd eſt Preſidens , mt prinzms $0-. 
cw? Would'you.nor quickly hence. intgr , chag thr, Aurhor , 


d 
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judged the Preficent robe 6f no higher 4A Obderchen that of 3 
Pellow 7 F 

If this make you tot of Michael Medi#a's Opinion, Ichen 
euin'you over 10 S1#trs Senttfic B bl. Saifts, Liv. 6. Annot, 
33 

- ON muſt give mit leive ro repty befofe'T lexw2'rhis Ar. 
pument to Tio Oraont, eg would not be ſo greats hid 
rey not been'uſed by ſo grea Schotlars. 


Obj.T. Tis fatd Aer S fbeis by Epiphanixis reckobd among 
Herericks, for aſſefting the Parry ops wy eas yter 5 F 
Avf.It: muſtde acktiowſedbeiÞcha 1s by Epipha. on * hat 

 arconnt amarig'6tHers, brandetfor an' HetGich, Here fe 75. with 

whom alſ5 jurtipsSt. Auyuſt. di Hetef. C.53- But, 
1, Thet"sno-mention of any Aerian Heres eicherin T heods- 
ret; or Socrates; Of Sozomen, no not FE in the Hiſtoty of ExiF4- 
Pr 


thin Biſbop where Aeriiat Was Pi 

. 'Tisacknowledged by* moſt 
charged Arrixt a8 Heretical, are not To ſuch. And! 
piphanmy miſcalled ſoine &f his other Opihions, ſo'might he chis 
alſo abour Church-Govetnours. 

3: This Opin'on of Aerius about Biſhops and Presbyrers; Was. 
not condemned, nor ſo much as heard ih any Council; and cthere- 
fore ſomehave judged that Epiphanins , though otherwiſe a good 
man, yet being hot and cholerick, and incenſed again(t Aeriws, 
might condemn hifn our of private hatred. 

4. If Aeris Was, as he is repreſented, urbulenc, and factious: 
and cauſeleſſely ſeparired from thoſe Churcnes in which there 
was a Biſhop; I will eafily grant, thac he might juſily be. repu-., 
red an Here ick in that large. ſenſein which'the word: «/pe7x55, is 
taken by Epiphamus and ſore other ancient Writers ; for itis 
evident enough,that wich them ſomeimes ir denotes on! y a ſchiſ- 
matick. 

I muſt not conceal it from you, that Dr. Jer. Ta No hath made 
ſome reply to alt or molt of theſe Anſ. in his $5 ah Aſſried, 
Which Reply I am obliged to take notice of, lelt I Gould form 
| towave any thing that is < broughe againlt us. Thus therefore hes | 
p4g-330. A Diſſent from a publick, or a recetved Opinion, -was intver 
called "Hereſie, , wnleſs the contrary Truch was indeed 4, Part af Carbs 
lick Doftrine : For the Fathers many of thein did ſo as St. Auſtin, 


70008 


&, 
teftarits, ,.that ſome things 


(ts) 

v.the ONS Jt none did: over rechon they inthe 
- 'f Irofch $ ep v=y wp chews dawn there, 
D ny were br diretthy, oppoſite to Fayh, though in mi- 

no cw vr 3 aan 'y Lifes wy oY: 
$15 rat ory than fatisfaRory, If the 
DoRer had ſaid, Sonar ag to be called Herebe, unleſs - 
the contrary 'Fruch was indeed aa -part of Carholick Dodtine, -F: 
mighr hayeler his. Afirmation paſs without, a cenſure. Bur co. 
ſay, thac never any chingſer ann in the rags ; of Hereticks. 
macEby Epiphanys, Auguſt. Phileftrine, but what was either di- 
rely oppalite to, Catholick, Belief, qr-tq. a "boly life, is ſuch a. 
— -as hath, ſcarce dropped from the Pen of a\Learned man... 
Wine fhinks he of che. 2 Was their con-- 
ay.coa holy Life, or to r e Catholick Belief? Irrow.not..Yer 
ar y.3e2 lifted among Hereticks. Phjleftrius alſo reckoneth thoſe 
cache en of Hereticks, who thou ght, that.the hreath of life: 
nt ratjonal Soul, jk foe ae Oreo 4 ly I. but. 
Ot 4Magine, 1 orcan,think that on 
ws SALTY LPP roche publick Fay! h of t gi yoo cc C Us 
ate, r.h1m proceed, p. 331: ti true. tha Ep party 
Sta, TA 27 nb big dengurg Prayer for the dead, tobe ous of his own. 
Cpaptons, and bus 1 canvar helg it if they dids: 2. rgic2m 


ry to auþa Lact 7 fab b 
Fs (= LACY i os Mtjetrthey acon- 
* _ TEE iy athers called no poke erg Ariel 


bins Heretick int HCOMs - 
lar mpon @ wrong Principle? We way 4s we ſay this,as, deny the other. . 
Why then Fu nat we, alſo ſay, if Epiphr,. and «rar 
demned. his aſſerting rhe.paricy, ofMiniſters for kerelie,we cannot / 
help it ; "ler Aermsand they agree it, &c. This is out Argu- , 
ment, they miſcall oneof his Opinions, therefore it, may be : 
they; did miſcall.che other. If chey- juſtly accuſed him-of Aria: 
niſm, (Which wherher, chey,did or no, I hind iLearned men to-« 
doubt, ) chen.zadesd he was an Hegerick,; bor ic will. nocchence + 
follow, chat whaceyer. elſe he held was Here(es., He:nath not | 
yer done. 3, for 181d, Hinge got condemned. by. avg. Comncits Nas. 
For his Hereſiq was, rediculoys, and .aſeern to all; wiſe men, _ | 
Phan off FAGAN _ no long comjnnence, nither-had it any 
Ces 51 Thisjs Ara hy theefore it LY C 
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Ambroſe, will not think the Opinion ridiculous, oc. 8 feorn ing 


ſober men. I {hall follov him no further : for what he brings 


out of the Canon of Conftantineple, i3 a huge Impercinence. Ler 


it be Schiſme and Herefie ( which with the Fachers afſembled.in 


char Synod ſeem to be all one )) to divide fron Canonical Bi- 
{hops ( ſuch are not chey who are neither choſen by the Clergy, 
nor by the People) and to ſer up Conventicles contrary to 
theirs : How. will it hence follow, that it is Herefie to hold.char 


Presbyrery and Epiſcopacy are the ſame Order ? To as little 


purpoſe , or leſſe, is what follows out of che Council of Pars. 


And Concerning the Acephals, p. 332,333. The Acephali wers 
ſocalled, ſaich /fdere,becauſe the H2ad,C hief, and Firit of chem, 


could not be found. That ſeems ro be a miſtake, for Severss Was 


_— 


the Head of them. Let us therefore berake our ſ:lves ro Ni- 


ſephorss, (an Author certainly not very Reverend ) roſee whe- 
ther he can give us any berter Information abour them. He cells, 
116.18. c.45. Thar theſe Acephal; were a madder ſort of Emychi- 
as, Who maintained , there was but one nature in Chriſt : Ne- 
ver d1d I hear of any Prexbyrerian char was of that'mind ; bur ir 
may be ther's ſomthing in the Name that will crouch them, and 
all that follow Hierem. Acephal; ſaith-Nicephoras , dift: ſunt , 
quod ſub Eprſcopis non fuerint : Promde Epiſcopus & Sacerdotibus 
apwd eos defunttis, neq; Bapiiſmms, juxta ſolemem & receptum Ec- 
clefie morens apud eos adminmſtratns, neq; oblatio , aut res aliqua di- 
vina falta, Mimftermme ecclefiaft icum,ficnts mos eft, celebratuns 
eſt. They would it ſeems, have no Black-Coars, as the late 
Phrafe was. What is this to them, who would have Biſhops 
willingly enough, only deny that they are of a diftin& ſuperiour 
Order t9 Presyrer:? | Cs 
Objeft.2. The Second Objeftion is made from our Eng 
Church, which ſeems to make Epiſcopacy and Presbytery diffe- 
rent in Order : Forjn the Preface of the Book Entituled, The 


Form and Manner of Conſecrating Biſhops , Priefts and Deacons : 


It is ſaid expreſlely, That it is evident to all men diligently reading 
Holy Scrip\ares, and ancient Authors, that from the Apoſtles time, 
there have been theſe Orders of Miniſters in Chriſt's Charch, Biſhops, 
Prieſts, Deacons. ' Ir follows nat long after, And therefore to the 
;n(ent theſe Orders ſhould be commued , and reveremly uſed and e- 


being 


Peemed mke ( harch of England, it js requifite that "mo man ( LY 


(17) 
being at this preſent , Biſhop, Prieſt or Deacon ) ſtall extcnte an 
of 1 Sa —_ he be called, tried, examined and Sy accord. hs 
to the Forms kereafier following : Inthe body of the Book it ſelt, 
we find a Prayer 1n theſe words following ; Almighty God, Gi- 
ver of all good things, who Fx ay ppornted divers Orders of Mimſters 
in thy Church, mercifally this thy Servant, new calledto the 
Work and Miniſtry of a Biſhop, &c. Fs 

Anſw. This Objeftion ſeems to my Learned Friend Dr. Peter 
Heylin, ſo very frog, that be hath urged ir in two ſeveral Trea- 
tiſes, the one called Refpandet Petrws, p.98,99, Theothercalled 
Certamen Epiftolare. the particular Page I do not now remem- 
ber : Bur, - Tis. 

1. In Dr. Hammonds Opinion, ir is ſo far from being evident 
ro io Ang reading the Holy Scriptures, that there were from the 
A times theſe Orders of Miniſters in the Church,Biſhops, 
Priefts and Deacpns, that he doth wague conars endeavour to. 
prove, that from no Tellimony of Scripture it can be proved , 
that therewere in the Apoſtles rime any Prieſts or Presbyrers in 
the notion in which the word P:esbyrer is now taken. He thinks 
chat in the Apoſtolical Wrirings, «p#9CYTeg95 doth conſtantly fig- 
nifie a Biſhop, and thar all che Churches, of which, any ment1- 
on is. made in Scripture,were gouerned only by Biſhops and Dea- 
cons. _. (70% 

2. The Do&Kor might have remembred whar he preſſed aga'nſt 
Mr. Hickman, \That Apices Faris nihil ponwant 3. then would he 
not ſo confidencly have urged paſlages'in the Preface. 

3- Ar leſt he might have dene well to conſider, that his fo 
much magnified Obje&ion is a ale one, and hath received its 
Anſwer from MP. Maſox,in the before-commended;Treatiſe, s 
moſt unhpuly falls our, that I have not the Book at hang ; but 
if my Memory fail me*nor, more then ordinarily ic doth, the 
Author of the abt <5 of Reformation, gives you his full ſenſe, 
if nor his very. words. That Book when it ſpeiks of the mak n 
of Biſhops, calls thit 4 Conſecration, not av Ordinationy 4s it dot 


= 


when it ſpeaks of making Deacons and Prethyters ; calling one the 
Manner and Form of Order: Deacons ; Farabf oqros Gar 
dering Prieſts : . But when tt Freaks of the «ther, it ehangeth this word 
Ordering , and calls it the Form of Conſecraing an - Archbiſhopar © 
Biſhop ; which ſhews plazaly, that a Book of Ordination never meas 
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to make B;(hops to be nat ovly. in Degree and Office of Prolocutor, but 


in « diftanit Order of Chriſt and bus Apoſt les inſtitution, ſuperionr to 
a ” Indeed the Preface doth. not ſay, theſe three Orders Sue 
only theſe Orders of Munſters, and in the Prayer, it is not ſaid, that 
the Biſhop ts called tathe Order, but tothe Work and Miniſtry of a 
Biſhop. 
ha thought, here to have concluded my firſt Argument : 
But there is one Medium ſeems ro me ſo conliderable,to prove 
that a'Presbyteris of the ſame Order with ,a Biſhop, that 1 can- 
not omir it. You know, that it was required that a Biſhop ſhould 
be Ordained by three Biſhops at lealt: Yet Anaſtaſius in the 
Life of Pope Pelagizs, tells us, that he was Ordained An.Dom. 
555- by rwo Bilhop's and one: Presbyter, who 1s by him called 
Anarees Oftienſis. Dorh it not hence manifelilyappear, that che 
Church at that time took'a Presbyter to be of the ſame Order 
with a Biſhop, and impowered in caſe of neceſſity, ro confer 
the very degree of Epiſcopacy ? At this Example, the Learned 
Author of Epiſcopacy afſerted, 1s very angry, and tels us, p..166. 
Thar, Pelogus bs taking tr the Pricft, was but to cheat the Canon, 
CF coz,2n himſelf into an impertinent Belief of a Canonical Ordination. 
Pelagius might as well nor have bad three, as net three Biſhops, and 
better, becanſe, ſorhey were Biſhops, the firſt Canon of the. Apoſtles 
approves the Ordination, if dong by two, But this 1s too ſlight a way 
of anſwering Anzaquity,. We muſt not till weſee better reaſon, 
think that Pelagizs and the two:Buhops were: {0 unworthy,! as to - 
20 about to pur a cheat on the Canon, . or ſo. wicked, as to make 
uſe of anhand, that being unpoſed, figniftied no more then 
would the IT potition:of a Lay hand.' Nor do I think, that in 
thoſe dayes it was counted an indifferent rhing whether three 
concurred to the Ordination ofa Biſhop,or no: - For thz Coun- 
cil of Nice requires three at le:ft, and the conſent of thoſe thar 
are abſent ſignified by their Letter. And Pope Damaſus 1n his 
fifth Epiltle roche Biſhop of Num:ata, and other Orthodox Bi-. 
ſhops, hath theſe words.; quod Epiſcopi non font, quit minus qpaxs 
atribus Ordinati ſunt, ordinati Epi{copts, omnibus patet, quoniam ut. 
bene noſtis. probibitum a ſacris eſ;patribus; ut qui ab#-0.vel a duobus. 
fa unt ordinati E p:ſcoprs, 0M1TEEMIMT Epiſ, capt - | Sx Hiomen non habent 
qualiter Offcinam habebunt. And in rhe 16 Canon of the African 
Council, atwhich were preſgut no. feiver then 217 Biſhops, 1t 
t "We ; Was. 
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was decreed.in kac vnrba; forma antizui ſervabiiur, ut now ming 
qnans tres ſuficiant, qui fuerint a CMetropoltano dere; , ad Epiſ- 
copam Ordinandum': And this uſage they ſeemto have borrow- 
edfrom rhe Synzgogue, for it. was a futtdamental Conſtitution 
among the Jews, that Ordination of Presbyrers , by: laying: on- 
of hands, mult be by three ar lealt , as 'may be ſeen, Aſna & 
Gem. tit. Sanhe. cap... By the way , I dehire you to rake notice, 
how out Epiſcopal Brethren deal with'us in this controverfie; 
they call upon us toſhew them an example of .a- Presbyrer 'lay= 


. 


ing hands on a Biſhop';z this caſe could nor happen; bur in' the 


defe&t and abſence of Biſhops, for modeſty will 'not. perthit a 


Presbyrer to lay on hands, Biſhops fufficient to dothe workbe- 
ing preſenr, and ſach defe&ts of Biſhops could be but very rare; 
but once we find there chanced tobe ſuch a defeR;” and' then a 
Church of. no meandenomination thought a: Presbyret ſufficient 
ro do whar'a Biſhop was to do t Now-when we bring thisexam- 
ple, they rail again ir', and ſay, that it 'was done only inthe - 
want of a Biſhop, and it had becter have been lefc undone.” © 
My ſecond argument to prove the validity of Ordinarion” by 
Presbyters, Fle pur into this form ; Either Oranation by Preſ- 
byters 15 valid, or elſe ſomithing "cp to Ordination is wanting in 
Ordination by Prevbyters': But nothing eſſential ts Ordination 1s wart< 
9 1 Ordination by. Presbyters ; ergo, & ce = 
The majors evident, grounded on this plain Propofition;that 
Iris only ſome eflencial defe& that can make a thing 'invalid 'or 
null; he thar'wanrs:either body:or ſoul, is no true man, hechar' 
hach them, is trulya man; rchough he want many &f-rheinteoral 
parts which concur tothe integricy and perfe8tion of aman. '* 
The minor I thus prove, if any thing efſential ro Ordinarion 
be wanting in Ordination by Presby:ers , it is either material, 
formal, final, ot efficient cauſe 3 'but neither of theſe 1s wanting , ergo, 
nothing efſentia} 15 wanung; O03 oft OO SI os WAIT 
Ler the material, formal, final cauſes be what they will,doubt=» 
leſs they may be found'in Ordinacions by Presbyters,” &'Weltas 
in Ordinations by a-Biſhop, only we are told rhere. is not'a due 
efficient eauſe, for God hath pn Otrdination to a Bi- 
hop, ard it carmot haveirs'effe&t', if performed by any other! 
cher him rhar harh atrained Epiſcopal Dignity; | "x8 
This being thac foundation , 'upon'w 
". OP * 7 ne 
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thoſe who nullifie all Orgdinations by Presbyrers, whether at 
| home or abroad, is builc , I ſhall take liberry co enquire,” 1.zphe- 
ther if there were a Law of God appropriating Ordination ordinar ;- 
ly to a Biſhop, it would follow, that all Ordinations without a Biſhop 
are null } 2. Whether there be any ſuch Law of God appropriating | 
Ordwation to 4 _- | | 

As to the firſt, I humbly conceive, that if a Law could be pro- 
duced, appropriating. Ordination ordinarily ro a Biſhop , ic 
would not follow, that Ordinatton withour a Bilhop were alvza 
invalid and null, my reaſons are; 1.Becauſe *tts g8- erally ied, 
that Fus Drvinuns rurale cedut moral; , & neceſſitas qued cogit de- 
fendit. 2.1 find, that whereas by the Law the Prieſts wereto kill 
the ſacrifices, yer at ſuch a time, when the Prieſis were too 
few, tte Levices did help them, 2 Chron. 29. 34+ and neither 
Ged, nor the King, nor the people, offended at their ſo doing. 
3. Baptiſme1s appropriated to the Miniſters of the Goſpel, 1 ct 
K at any time it were adminifired by a Afidwife, who neither 
was a Miniſter, nor was capable of being made ſich, ſuch bap- 
riſme was hot by us here in England judged a nullity ; yea, %1s 
affirmed by ſundry Schoalmen, chat if bapriſme were admini- 
ſtred by one Excommunicate, it wete valid, and not to be re- 
peared ; and either my notes do fail me, or elſe this was the 
judgement of St. A»g»ſtine , for Melarfthen gut of Auſtin , ad 
- Fortanatues,cells us. this fiory, That two. men. were in a ſhip which 

was like to periſh w a format Sea, the one very godly , but yet nob 
baptized , the ther baptized, but xaanbo few > ; there being no 6- 


ther Chriftian whe ſhip with them, and they, fearing they ſhould be 
both caſt away, knew net what to do iz that condition ; Pu: 4 WA 7ot, 


baptized, deſired bapt iſme by the hands of hins that was excommuni- 
cate , he that was excommmunicate , deſired nbſolution from tle 
other, R___ the qu:ſtion was moved ,. whether theſe atts mere 
valid and good; Auſtin anſwers they were, and commernds the atli;- 
I come nowmto enquire, Whether there be any Law of God: 
appropriating Ordination toa Biſhop ; I ſay, there is not ; if a- 
ny ſay there is, ls. mmcumbit probatio, he muſt proferre tabulas, 

oduce the place where ſuck a Law is recorded : . For my part, 

vingre1d the Scriptures wich-my belt eyes, I could never find 


| apy ſuch place,nor could Leyer meztwich chat Epiſcopal __ 
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- . Who could dire& me to ſuch a phce;ſome have fent metro Ty. 1.5 
TsTs xd 04) 2g70Aimy 03 #7 kph , ira Th Acme imbugbdn , x, wre- 
vows 1974 mA arg87CuTigeso; iyo ove Sigratd pur; and of Tate one 2 

hath vencured co'rell us in print, chat this Text is as it were a kind Mr. Sandcref” 
j Magical glaſs , in which an eye, not blind with ignorance , nor Ordaating. "IN 
leered with paſſion , may ſee diſtunftly the face of the Primitive | 
Charch in that golden Age of the Apoſtles , the platform of her Go- - 
vernment, the beautiful order of her Hierarchy , the original and 
der atiog of her chief Officers, and their ſubordination both to one 
another , and to Chriſt the great Biſhop of our Soxls in the laſt reſort; 
gate with the nuanage , and direttion of the moſt important alts of 
evernment, both in point of Ordunation and Turiſdithon too, This 
learned mans phraſifying thus concerning his Texc,. purs me in 
mind of that Impoſtor mentioned by Sculrerus in his Annals,who - 
perſwaded certain Noble then, . that he had adorned their Tem- 
ple with very exquiſice pitures, bur ſuch as could beſeen only b 
thoſe who were begotcen-in lawful wedlock; the Noble men, left 
they ſhould be choughr not lawfully begocren, ſaid, rhat they ve- 
ry well ſav char painting : So here-we are told of great matrers 
thit may be ſeen in this Text, bur only by thoſe whoſe eyes are 
nor blinded with ignorance, nor bleered with paflion ; and 
men will be ready ro ſay, chat they ſee theſe things, lelt their 
| ezes ſhould be judged under theſe ſad diftempers ; bur I ( who 
have my conſcience te bear me wacneſs, thar I have often pray- 
ed for the eye-ſalve 'and Grace of the Spirit, that my under- 
Ranging may neither be darkhed with.4gnorance , nor. bleered 
with paſſion ) do ingenuouſly profeſs, thar I am not able from 
this Scripture.cocolle&, that the.ſole power , either of Juriſdi- 
Aion or Ordination, doth reſide in either Biſhop or Archbiſhop. . 
For, pe 

I. It's not improbable that Titus was left in Creet, and a&ed 

there, notasa fixed Biſhop, bur as anextraordinary Officer, an :- 

Evangelilt.. Co Ew 

\ 2, 'Tishere faid, that Ti:zs was. left to ordain Eldets, bur 

how ? as Paul had. apprinted hims : So. thar the queftion ſtill 'e- 

mains, how Paxl had appointed him to ordain, whether alone, 

ar with his $ym-presbyters : Pal himſelf ordained not alone, 
for ought appears ; for though he once ſpake of the giftchat Te- 

mthy had received by the laying on of., bis. hands ,} yer elſewbere 2 
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is Called, the | gift received, by the laying on of the hands of the 


Presbytery : If it ſhould be {aid, that this Presbytery was a 


- company of Biſhops, whoin thar firſt age of the Church, were 
_ called Presbyrers, there needs ne other anſwer , bur that this is 


only ſaid, and not proved : If it ſhould be ſaid, that this Pref. 
byrery.did only a& aſſociative, and not a#thoritative, which, if T 
miſtake not, 1s the deſtintion and wpn:eyynny of the learned 
Biſhop Prideaxx in his Faſcicu/us : T could eafily reply, thar rhe 
rerms are not oppolite,. and that the gift and anthoruy is plainly 
ſaid to cone by the laying on of the hands of the Presbyrery, 
as well as by the laying on of the hands of the Apofile ; which 
anſwer will alſo ſerve to thar evaſion which 1s excogitated con- 


- cerning the Cnon of the fourth Council of Carthage ; Presby- 


ter cuns ordinarur , Epiſcopo enum benedicente , manum ſuper caput 
ejus tenente, etiam omnes Presbjters qui preſentes ſunt , manus ſuas 
Juxta manum Epiſcops ſuper capnt illms teneant ; brought by Preſ- 
byrerians to prove, that there is an intrinſecal power of. Ordi- 
nation in Presbyters , and that in the judgement of thoſe who 
made that Canon, the Biſhopalone ſhould not ordain. Do&or 
Downham, and another learned DoRtor, (but lately dead )would 
bear us in hand, that this was only done for greater ſolemniry, 
not as if the Presbyters had any power to cenfer orders, but on- 
ly to teſtthe their conſenr, Bur can any one who is inquiſitive 
afrer truth be thus ſatisfied ? Ter any one inſtance be produced 
of any ones laying on of hands in Ordination, only to teſtifie 
cheir conſent : The peopledid in the firſt and pureſt Ages, teſti- 
fietheir conſent, as might be proved, by ſix hundred teftimontes, 
yer were they never allowed to lay on hands in any Ordination 


. of Presbyrers, or Deacons. 


3. I do much queſtion, whether if this example did every 
way fitand ſuit our Epiſcopal Ordinations, it were ſufficient to 
aroue a Divine Right. Iknow no party, no intereſt, no perſwaſt- 
on of men, that count themſelves obliged to conform to all A- 
poſtolical examples. : 

_ ObjeF. Bur Epiſcopacy is of Divine Re , andif ſo, whar 
ſhould be proper and peculiar to ir, if Ordination be not ? 

Anſw. In this obje ion you put me upon anew task , which 
yer Iwill not decline, and ſhall ſhew you : Firſt, that our Pce- 
laical brethren have not been able to prove Epiſcopacy oy be of 

9 Divine 
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Divine Right: Secondly, give you my reaſons why I conceive ic 
1s nor of Divine Right. | 

1. I ſay, the Prelacifts have not beenable toprove its Divine 
Hig ; toevince this, I muſt examine the arguments broughe 

y them. LICE AED 

| Latelyone preaching at Sr. A4aries, Oxon, took an occaſion, 
where his Text offered him none, to aflert the Divine Right of 
Epiſcopacy in his Sermon, he queted a place out of- the Old Te-- 
ſtament, in which the 7 Interpreters have is oxoxoy: Now, 
quoth he, had there beer mM before ote-70y , it had been inioxo- 
=0v And ſome ſay, that Elijah was Biſhop of Samaria , and we 
know that our Saviour.was a Diſhop, and he made his Apsſiles Bi- 
ſhops, ard they made Timothy and Titus By 5b 56 E- 


ifhops ; and t 
piſcopacy being founded on Old and New Teſtament, I camot but 
think it is Jure Divino, for / cannot rmagine, that it was a Cere- 
mon to be aboliſhed at the commg of John Calvin: Are you able to. 
ſtand before this mighty argument ? doth- not the reading of ir 
cauſe a greater trepidation 1n you, then ever was in the eighth. 
ſphere? Well, to cure you of yeur palpitation, I ſhall tell you, 
that the ſame Gentleman made FHeryato be a Feaver , and yet 
Phyſicians notwithſtanding arereſolved to think it is burſted bel- 
lineſs, and that Hercules brought the River Eridawws through the 
Angeas Stable; and yet the unhappy School-boyes will-ſay, it 
was not the River Er:danus, but the River Alphens ; and there- - 
fore it 1s not impoſhble that rhe Gentleman might be our in his - 
Divinity alſo, and that he was. ſo, you will eafily cifcern, ſo 
ſoon as your fear is alittle over. I might put you upon too mer- 
ry a pin, if I ſhould play upon all the weakneſſes of this Theo- - 
togalters argumentarions, and therefore 1 ſhall let ir paſs, amd 
Take notice of thoſe arguments which are brought to prove . 
the Divine Right of Epiſcopacy, by men of berrer [-arning and 
judgement, having onlypremiſed this, that a thing can be: of 
Divine Righr bur one of theſe two wayes, either by -the Lap of 
Nature, or by ſome poſitive Law of God ; they that would go a- 
bout to prove that either 'Prelacy or 'Presbytery , or any other 
particular form of Church Governtmenr, is derermined by the.. - 
Lay of. Nature, would quickly bewray their weaknels', all the - 
divine right that Hierarchy can/pretend to, muſt be foindedaop- 
on ſome poſitive Law of-God,' and muſt be eicher ſoye Law un-- 


| (24) 
der che Old Teſtament till obliging , becauſe not repealed, or 
eiſe ſome new Law made under the Goſpel. Our Prelatifts love to 
have both theſe ttrings co their bow : 1 . They ſift much on the 
inequality chat was 1a the |ribe of Leys under the Old Law, to 
prove, that there ſhould be ſtill ar inequalicy among Church-Go- 
vernours under th2 Goſpel, the ſtrengch of which will ſoon 
be tryed, -if we firſt enquire what inequality there was in the 
Tribe of Levi , it muſt be acknowledged, that there was no u- 
niverſal equalicy in that Tribe , the Prieſts doubtleſs were above 
the Levites, being unployed in a neerer attendance upon Gods 
ſervice: *Tis alſo obvious, that among the Prieſts there was a 
ſuperiority, Eleazer is by God placed over che Prieſts ; bur then 
I judge (as do moſt sKkilled in Jewiſh Antiquity whom I have 
mer witk ) that much, if not all of this inequality , which is ſo 
largely deſcribed , Namb. 3.4. did not belong to the Tribe of 
Lewi, as it was a Tribe, conſiſting of perſons called out for 
the ſervice of God, bur as it was a Tribe: Every one of the 

Tribes of the children of /ſrae/ had urs chief father , as miy be 
ſeen, Numb.34. The ſeveral families of the Tribe of Lev: had 
their ſeveral heads, and Ekazar was appointed to be the head of 
theſe heads; ſo that to prove any thing hence , we muſt firſt 
| ſuppoſe che Judicial Law tobe in force, which would gratifie 
the Anabaprtiſts, and. ſome orher Fanaricks, more then we are 
aware of : I demand, would our brechren prove hence, that as 
_ there was ſuperiority and inferiority of offices under the Law, 
ſo there may be, or mult be under the Goſpel ; we'll not con- 
trend, for wecan yield itto them, without any derriment to the 
cauſe of the Presbyrerians, they. have Presbyters and Deacons, 
andthe office of a Presbyter is by all 'thought ro be above the of- 
fice of a Deacon ; but 1 had thought they would from the Jewiſh 
pattern, have endeavoured to prove the Biſhops o__ of Tw- 
riſdiflion and Ordination , Whence they will fetch that I wor nor, 
n-t, I hope, from the ſupereminent power of the High-Prieſt,the 
type of Chriſt, for then we ſhall bring in a Pope, nor from the 
ſuxerioricy of the Prieſts over the Levices, for the P.izſts had no 
Juriſditicn over the Lewres, they had the ſeveral heads of their 
families, under whoſe juriſdiction they were ; as for any power 
of Ordination, ir coyld have no place, the Levires coming to 
their honour without Ordination, by ſuccefſion ; beſides, 1n 
| cale_ 
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work of a Prielt: | If our brethren will granc, that aPresbytet 
may,in ſuch a caſe, do the work of a Biſhop, we ſhall be ne:rer 
an agreenent then as yet Weare, Thus have we, without any 


7 


Old Teſtament. . | 


Comewe to enquire, Whether ?. Ch. by any ation of his,did 


intirureany ſuch Hierarchy as is contenZ7ed for ; that he did; is 
thus argued by a learned DoCtor , Epiſco. Aſſer. p. 22,23. This 
office of the ordinary Apoſtleſhip, or Epiſcopacy,' derives its fountain 
from a rock, C hriſts own diſtivgmſhing the” Apoitolate from the 
funttion of Presbyters ; for when our bleſſed Savieur bad gathered 
mueny Diſciples, who believed him at his firft preaching ,, Yocavit 
Diſcipwbes ſuos & elegit duvdecem ex 1p[i5,quos & Apoſtolos nomina- 


vit , ſaith $.Luke ; he called his Di {crples, and ont of them he choſe Luke x0, 


twelve, and called thens Apoſtles , that was the: firſt Eleftion: Poſt- 


— hc autems deſignavit Dominus & alios ſeptuagin:a duos, that was his 
ſecond Eletlion ; the firſt were called ApoBles, the ſecond were mt, 


and yet he ſent them two by two: We hear but of one Commiſſion 
granted then, which when they had performed , and returned joyful 
at their power over devils, we hear no more of thens im the Goſpel, 
but that their names were written in heaven ; we are likely therefore 
to hear of them after the paſſion, if they can but hold therr own , and 
ſo we do, for after the paſſion, the Apoſtles gathered them together and 
joyned them in Clerical Commiſſion , by virtue of Chriſts firſt Ordi- 
nation of them , for a new Ordination we find none , before we find 
them doing Clerical Offices. Ananias, we read , baptizing of Saul, 
Philip the E merge » we find preaching in $2maTia , and baptizing 
his Converts ; others alſo we find, Presbyters at Jeruſalem, eſpecial- 
ly at the firſt Council , for there was Judas firnamed Jaltus, and Si- 
las, 41d S.Mark, ard John (a Presbyter, or an Apoſtle, as Euſebius 
reports him ) and Simeon Cleophas, who tarried there till he was 
made Biſhop of Jeruſalem : Theſe, and drvers others, are reckoned 
to be of the number of the 72,, by Euſebius ard Dorotheus. Here 
are plainly two Offices of Eccleſiaſtical Miniſters, Apoſtles , and 
Presbjters, ſo.the Scripture calls them ; theſe were diftinf, and not 
temporary, but ſucceeded to, and if ſo, then here us clearly a divine 
inſtitution of two Orders, and yet Deacons neither of thens. 

. - Anſw. This's a marvellous diſcourſe , Lens whereof 


caſe of neceſſity, 1 proved. before ,, that: a Levire-mighte'do the 


oreat difficulcy, rid our hands of the. argument drawn'from the 
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Funderftand not 3 I think thar Chriſt did neither inftirute Bi- 
hops nor Presbyrers,in this firſtor ſecond Miſſion, | 

Both theſe Mifhons ſeem only remporary, and the 70, after 
their return, remained in the nature of private Diſaples, rill 
afcer the Reſurretion they | received a new Commiſſion to 
preach and plant Churches; and the twelve, after this Miſſion, 
muſt needs be bur a kind-of Probarioners., till Chriſt ſolemnly 
authorized them, and gave them thar plenitnde of power, which 
we find him not to do, till afier his ReſurreQtion from the dead, 
Hat. 28.18, Joh.20.21, 

Of any power cf juriſdiction or order that the twelve had o- 
ver the ſeventy, by virtue of their Miſhon, there 1s nor the leaſt 
vol or veſt1oimm in Scripture z the ſeventy had their power im- 
mediately From, ChriRt, as had the rwelve, and their Commiſſion 
was as-full and large, as was the Commiſſion granted. to the 
twelve, as Will ſoon appear, by comparing Mat.io. with Luke 
Io. 


I obſerve indeed from John 4. 2. that Chrilts Diſciples did 


baptize, bar ſee no neceſſity of reſtraining that phraſe ro the 


twelve, who were called his Diſciples; xa7* iZoyi7, All the 


Writers of the harmony of the Goſpel do agree, char this bip-: 


tizing was before any Goſpel Miniftry was inſtirured , yea, be- 
fore that Peter and Andrew, James and Johs, were called to be 
fiſhers of men; that bapriſme therefore might be adminiſtred 
by any.of theſe thar did uſually accompany rhe /Meſſias , he ap- 
intirg them To to do, and ſo being chief 1n the ation, the 
learned (aac Carſabxs words are confiderable; Er/fi non Chriſt res 
rpſe, fed e1ms Diſcipul: baptizabant ;' Chriſti ramen , n;n Diſcipml»- 
rum baptifmns & credits eſt, & wocatuns * qua de re placet perelegan- 
tem Tertultian; locum proferre, ſic ille in libro de baptiſmo:Sed ecce,in- 
quinnt, venut Dominns, & non tinxit. Leoumns enim, & tamen ts 
01 tingebat, ſed Diſcipuls ejus ; quaſi revera ipſum ſuis nanbas 
tinfyram Jonannes predicaſſet, non utig, fic intelligendum eſt, ſed 
fimplicuter difluns more communi , ficut eſt verbi pratia , (pperator 
propeſuit ediftuns, ant prefetus fuſtibus cecidit, nunquid ipſe propo- 
nit, aut nunguid zſe cedit : ſemper # dicitny facere cut premmiſtra- 
tur , ſimile oft quod Furiſconſulti tradunt videri enm facere, qu; per 


alum facit. 
Beſides, Chriſt in his adminiſtrations did , though -in ſome 
| | things 


'Y 


7 Lila 
things forlake, yet [23 many, if '\not in moſ? things, follow the 
Jewiſh mode, and Mr. Lighrfoot in his harmony of the New Te- 
{tament, page 18. tells us our'of A{aimory in [ſure , that to the 
Jewiſh bapriſme, ic did ſuffice , if chere were but three , though 
private perſons preſent, 

In a word, we donor find that Chriſt before his Reſurre&ion 
g1veany order for the gathering of Goſpel Churches, and there- 
tore gave not any power to his Apoliles over them, or any Offi- 
cers belonging to them , conlider we therefore what hz did when 
he was riſen from the dead , we find him appeiring berwixc his 
Reſurre&ion and Aſcenſion ſeven times, at the third time of 
his appearance, he ſaid to the Diſciples, Fohn 20. 21. As the Fa- 
ther ſent me, ſo ſend 1 you, and when he had ſaid this ,' he breathed 
o# them, and ſaid, Reverve ye the Holy Ghoſt, ' whoſoever fins ye re- 
mit, they are remitted to them, and whoſoever fins ye retam, they are 
ret ane 

In theſe words, T otius fannie emoxem aut privcipatus 1n ipfa cla- 
Uium prom 1/ſtone ante one1[ſus ſongulis concredebatsr,(aith the learn- 
ed Door Hammond, Diſſer.3. page 150. and preſently afret, 
page I51. His dnodecims in terres Chriſts Vicarus x jus mandato aut 
diplemate mwnitis, eademg, ratione a Chriito Miſſis., qua ille a patre 
mittebatur ; adeo omnis in Eccleſia anthorit as m ſolidum & in 1me- 
grum commiſſaeſt, ut non ea cnrvis mortalium(dewptis panculis,& c.) 
refle tribui poſſit, mſi quens Apt olorums aliquis m profeftionibus aut 
Previncits wſorum aut immediate aut meditate in put atis  anthe- 
ritatis ſue participationem ant ſucceſſonenm admſeri, | 

Ler us therefore a lictle view that text in St. Fohn 1. there ate 
who ſay, that in thoſe words, no Apoſtolical power is given , buc - 
only promiſed, As the Father hath ſent me, even ſo ſend [ you, 1.Cs 
ſaith Gretius, Brevi ntttans preſens profutaro :- Ty this Expoſition 
he is not fingular, ſome anrienter then himſelf, by many years, 


wenc that Way before him ; his, and their ground fo tn do, was 


the ſpeech of our Saviour, Fohy 16.7. 1 tell you the truth, it is ex- 


pedient for you that 1 go away , for if 1 go not away , the Comforter 
will not come unto you, but if 1 depart, 1 will ſend him unts yow. - - 
Bur I judge, with Toler, that Chriſts very breathing on they, 
makes it highly probable, tharhe gave them preſent Commilſt- 
on and Authority to thar place, Fohn 16, 7. Cyrit anſwers, that 
Chriſt-did anticipate his promiſe, 'and that ir was uſual with 


(28) 
. him. to give before hand ſome ſpecimimg of thoſe things which he 
promiſed to doafte: his return into heaven : Another-obſepves, 
.thar Chrilt doth ro: ſay, 1f I deparr, Iwill give mm unto you, but 
if I depart, I will {cnd him unto you g and that the ſpirit js nor 
- properly ſaid to be ſenr, but when he appears, in ſome. viſible 
thape, which he did nor till Pexteceff, the Diſciples did now re- 
ceive the Holy -Ghoſt , yer. rhey . did not. now reccive 
Tr 768 zy Sopeds 78 dyis mrivuanrs : Touſe Theophilgtts phraſe, 
they received him not to all the intents and purpoſes unto which 
they were afterwards to receive him, they were to wait at Jerw- 
ſalem to receive the ſpirir,. in order to choſe extraordinary gifts 
of: working Miracles, iſpeaking with Tongues, C's. 
.\ Burto. whom 1s this Commulſſion given ? ſurely. to all the A- 
poliles, for though, as we read in the following verſes , Them as 
was abſent at this apparition, yet his abſence notwithſtanarrg, 
Vid.cyril'um, the ſpirit might be, and was given to him : When the ſpirit of 
| _Moſes was to be put on the ſeventy , 1t, came upon Eldad and 
 HMeaad, though they were in the Camp, Nam.11.The greatelt 
E Whe5 to me 15,. whether-theſe, words were ſpoken only ro 
the eleven, and not alſoro the ſeventy , or art leaſt ſome of the - 
ſevenry, becauſe I find, that the rwo Diſciples that were going 
ro Emazs, told the joyful news of Chriſts ReſurreCtion to. the 
e'even,. and to them that were. with them , Luke 24-33. And as 
they thus ſpake , Feſws flood in-the midſt of them , aud ſaith nuto 
them, Peace be, wnto. jau, ver. 35 Nor is there any thing 1n Sainc I 
70/#, thit can.necetiita;e me to think otherwiſe': yet neverthe- 
leſs, upori- ſore other reaſons, I am content it ſhould be ſuppo- 
ſed, that this; Commiflion was granted only to the eleven, as alſo 


- 


_ that Mat28;18,19., ,.- 


.- \Butwhat hence c:p-be gained; that will in che leaſt prejudice 
Presbyterians, I wor not, the Apoliles were all equal, and for 
thoſe forty dates that Chrift continued with them, wu appears not 
that there wee. any;Church-Officers beſides rhen ; and rhere- 
fore it cannot from-any.action of Chriſt be.colleRed, thar there 
ought to bean inequaliry.among the Miniſters of the Goſpel: 
- -- Door Hamyrd ſuppoſeth that Matthias was one of the 
ſeventy, who was by the ApoR'es and Diſciples , or: rather by » 
God humſelf,. defiened 3nd.choſen to.come into the room of J«- 
4, and this be. calls Exempluny Prechyterianerum inCauis pes 


* 


= 
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+ Buc why he ſhould focall ic, Iknow not , for the Presbyteri- 
ans do.nor ſay, thar'there are not divers Orders in the Church, 
but only thar chere are not divers orders of M:nilters of the Go- 
 ſpel, and that Matthias his being choſen. froxt a private Diſct- 
ple, tobe an Apoſtle, ſhould prove, that there are divers orders 
of preaching Miniſters, would be (lirange. _ 

Indeed, (hould Pre;byterians grant the Biſhops.do ſucceed A- 
poſtles, and Presbyters do ſucceed the Seventy, then Matthias 
his being choſen to be an Apoſtle (ſuppoſing him to. have been 
one of rhe Seventy.) might with ſome colour be urged ;. bur 
many Pcesbytertans there be, who grant no-ſuch thing, nor doth 
Dr. Hewmmond:think , that the Seventy were Presbyters by vir- 
cue of their Miſſion : For he contends for the 6pinton of Ep- 
phanins, who makes ſeven of the ſeventy to be the- men that 
| were choſen Deacons, and furcher adds, rhar the reſt were made 
Evaneelilts, but that Evangelilts and Deacons were much the 
ſame : In jdems plane recidit quantum ad 70 Diſcipulos attinet | 204 
. ad Evavgeliftarum, five ad Diacovatus gradum aſcendifſe eos dica- 
HS, Page L59, |: 

_ - Yerhe thinksnot meet to-quit Chrifts making. and Commilſt- 
onating of theeleven Apoliles, ll ir have afforded him an ar- 
gument for his Epiſcopacy , wilt is. briefly propoundeJ in his 
. anſwer ro-the London Minilters ,| page 4. The power derived , as | 
from God the Father to Chriſt, ſo. from Chriſt tothe Apiſtles, was * 
derived to them, not as to a Common Councell* of ſocial. Rulers , but © 
as ſo many ſeveral Plamers and Governours 1 the Charch, each 
having all pawer commut:d tohim, and depending on no conjunttion 
of any one or more Apoſtles for the exerciſe of it. This is more 
largely Ceduced in krs Latine book agi1inlt Blangell, Diſs. 3. c. 1, 
2, 3, 4+ . TOs 5 Rs, 
' The Reverend DoRor hith nowhere put this argutrent info. 
a ſyllogiftical form ,. nor-will T venture to-do 1t, becauſe I am 
. nor able to frame out of 1c any concluſion that will any. way in- 
' commodare the Presbyrerian plar-form. of Gorernmenr. Ber 
ſo, that a ſingle Apoſtle -had power” over 'the Churches plan:ed 
- by him, whit is that to a fingle Biſhops hiving power , ſole. power- 
of juriſdition, not only over the (Þyrches in lis Dioceſs , bur 
«.atfo over the Pretbyters and Reffprs of thoſe Churctes ? 2.How - 
doth it appear, thar ic was the mind of Chriſt thar any ſingle A- 
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(30) | 
paltle ſhould put fo:th his power of Ordination Wichour the con- 
junction of ſome 0: her or ochers, eicher Apoſtles, or Apeſtolical 
perſons, or Presbyrers, in all che New Teltament, I cannot find 
they did ſo, bur I find many Inftances and examples, by which 
it aprears, that either they might nor do ſo, or ar leaſt did nor 
think met ſo to do. - When Pax! was Ordamed. if Ordained,was 
- it not by three? When Timothy, was it not by a Presby- 
ery? | 
Bur T will not'go abour furcher to fir a ſhooe to a foor I know 
not ; only give me leave totell you, that there is one Hypothe- 
fis which I perceive, the Do@or laies much ſtrefle upon 1n thic 
and other Diſcourſes, the which, unleſs ac be granted to him , 
(and Adverſaries are not now adayes ſo kind, as togrant mych ) 
he can never be able co prove : Ple gwe youit in his own words, 
Diſſer. p.147, 148. ſpeaking of the words of Chriſt ro his Diſci- 
ples, Mat.28.19. He thus exprefleth himſelf ; {ud fine dubio 
nm univer forum ad omnes,ſed ſingularum ad fingulas mundi plagas, 
- ut ad totidems Provincies, aut 4p ir, adminiftrandas profettione pre- 
ſtandum erat, &c. Yuod & fattuns juxia videmus cum ACt.1 Mat- 
thias in traditoris Judz, locum ſurrogandus & eligendus proponatur, 
aaBeiv nazgyr mas Mzyoviag max x)  mouAns fimulq; mpevfivar cis hs mw- 
my iNov , v,25+( Sic ut verba 1/ta, non ad JTudam defunilurs, [ed ad 
Succeſſorem ejus ſuperſtutens pertineant adeoq; inpracedente «dv, 
conjungantur ) ut ad locuns, i. &. Provinciams propriam, aut peculia- 
rem, aut ſingularems profici[catur. OL LIE ds 
You lee togain ſome countenance to. his Opinion from Scri- 
prure, heis fain ro make thoſe words , from which Judas fell , 
ro conein by way of Parenthe(ts,and to refer the laſt words, chat 
he might go to his own place, not to Judas the Son of Perdicion, bur 
ro Matthias Or Barſabas, one of which was now tobe, by the 
Lot falling on him, choſen to make up the numaber. Bur 
ivhon doth the DoCtor follow in ſo doing ? Our Engliſh Tran- 
lation ? No. His Friend Grotis ? Neither. His words are, 
ſignificatur events ſcelera ip fins juſto Des j wd1c1o conſecatns. Propri- 
UM, 3.6. qu: 1p fs melins conventebat quam Apoſtolica Funttio : And 
borh heand Pricexs.make mention of a Greek Manuſcripr, a ve- 
ry ancient one, in which, in ſtead of «'s 207 ior, ir is 6&5 miarov 
Jixgzey, the place which he deſerved,that is the Gallows,or Hell it 


ſelf. | 
F  Iwould | 
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I would fain know, whether Provinces were' divided' to ſeve- 

ral: Apettles by Chrift,. or by agreemenc among the Apoltles 
themſelves. 1f Chrift defigned each Apoſtle his diſtin& Pro- 

vince, let it be ſhewn where and when. Ifir beſaid , 'thar ſuch 

Diviſion was agreed upon among themſelve;,I ask when? Bzfoce 

their Maſters Aſcenſion or after?” Tis nor like*rwas made before, 

the Diſciples then not being out-of their Golden Dream, of a = 
temporal Kingdom, as appears, 47 1,6. Afcer the Aſceniion, 
we find them all warting at Ferwſalems for the Promiſe of the Fa- 
cher, -and When rhey had receivedir, they (till at lealt for ſove; 7 Y 
time, continued at Jeruſalem, Ats8.1, When they removed, = wh. js 
common Prudence dictated to them notto go all one way, nor /urztam a do- 
do I think they did, bur chey diſpoſed of rhemſelves- as God'in #ifsmo Stil- 
his Providence dire&ed, and offer:d o7portunity. Bur ſo far ling-flecr, Ire- 
were they from parcelling oat of the world among themſelves, 77 P- 233», 2 
that ſometime paſſed ere they were convinced, that it was their * * 7352239 
dury, or ſo much as lawful, to prerch unto rhe Gentiles. © '* - | | 

By this time, I hope you ſee, rhar if there be any ground for 
the Divine Reghe of Epiſcopacy, it mult be Apoſtolical practiſe, 
and 1 ſhall ext oram that the Apoſtles being by their Comnuſ- 
fon intruſted with rhe Government of the Church of God,whar-: 
ever they did-with an intenr co oblige ſucceeding ages, -may well 
be accounted to be etabliſhed Fare Divine. - 

Bur then I do wirh ſome confidence challenge all the Prela- 
tiſts roſhey mein Sacred Wiir any one example of a Biſhop ha- 
ving Presbyrers underhi n, and yer C_ all power of Ju-- 
riſdiftion and Order ro himſelf. Yea I do clatdens chem to 
ſhew me any one Biſhop that had under his Charge ſo many. 
Souls as are'in your Partſhes of Stepney and Cripplegate. 

I cake the Apoſtles to be unfixed Officers, andFuch were 7 z- 
wmothy and Titus. Dr. Hammond himſelf-( who hath deſerved 
belt of the Epitcopal Cauſe ) Amnwot. on Aft Chap. 1T'p. 407. 
| hich theſewords, —_ this Title of p#6ByTLeN, Elders, have 

been alſo extended to a 2* Order m the Church, and ts now only in uſe 
for them, under the name of Presbyters, yet in #58 Scriptare times it _ 
belonged principally, if not alone to Biſhops, there being no evidence, 
that any of tha: ſ:cond Order were then tnſtituted; though ſoon after , 
before the whitin; of Tsnatius his Epyſtles, there were ſuch wit iomed - 
rm all Charcher, & & lf, He tR 
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Well-rhen, if there be no evidence that any ſuch were infli- 
euted, we ſhall think there were none ſuch;_ for de non exrſtenti- 
bus & non apparentibus, eadem eſt ratio. And if there wereno 
Presbyters, then there were no Biſhops exercifing JuriſdiRi. 
on over Presbyters. And 'tis plain enough, that every, worſhip- 
ring Congregation had its Biſhop 1n the Apoſtles times, ' | | 

Bur the Reverend Door in his Anſwer to the London A/[ems- 
blers (as he cals them. ).-p, 107. thus brings himſelfoff ; John 
know was an Apoſtle, and John 1 believe, ordained Presbyters, and 
thence 1 doubt not to conclude the Apoſtolical Inſtiuuton, 1. e, im ef- 

felt, the divine Right of the Oraer of Presbyters. 

I a ſo know thar'Sr. 7p was an Apoſtle ; bur what ſhould 
induce me to believe, that he inſticured a ſecond ſort of Presby- 
rers, who were only to pre:ch and adminiſter Sacraments, but 
had no power either of Order or 7uriſd;ftige? Mult I be- 
lieve this with a Divine or humane Faith? If with a divine Faith, 

" ſhew me ſome inf1llible Teſtimony for ir. If an humane Faich 
be the grearelt and higheſt Faith a man can' attain unto, what a 
piciful pickle are the poor Presbyters in, that can only have ſome 
probable perſwaſion that their Order is Fwre D:ivino, Who 
would rake upon bim the Office of a Presbyter, that can have no 
oreater aſſurance that it was the mind of Chriſt , char there 

{Honld be any ſuch Office in the Church ? Had Paul and. Peter 

in their Provinces power to inſlitute this ſecond Order of Pres- 
byters, as well as Sr. Fokn in his? If they had not, how was 
rheir power equal? If they had, why did they not pur it forth ? 

It will not I ſuppoſe, be ſaid, they wanted care, bur only thar 

rhe number of Believers was not ſo increaſed, during their abode 
=. in the eatthly Tabernacle, as to require ſuch kind of Presbyters. 

Well then t - REA; the Churches by them planted, to be go- 

verned by a Biſhop and Deacons, how will it be clearly and evi- 
dently proved, that it was thoſe Apoſlles intention, that the Bi- 
ſhop, who when they left him, had power over the Deacons 
and people only,ſhould when the Churches neceffiry did require, 
conftiture Presbyters, afid have power over thenf. This Inten- 
tion muſt b2 manifeſed and declared from ſome paſſages in Scri- 
ptnire, or elſe it will not by Proteſtants be looked on as a Laiv of 
Chrilt, or as a thing of perperual cencernment. to his Church : 
For either the Scripture is a ſufficient and full Record of Chriſts 


= 


G3) 
univerſal Laws , or it hath nor chat PetfeRion;* which theRe- 
formed in their Conttoverſies with'Crtholicks, do aſcribe un- 
ro it. WY 6 RE 
Bur why do I tay ſo'long about this > The place produced 
out Of Clemens Alexandrings, .co prove that St. Johnin Afiain- 
ſtiruted theſe ſecondary Prezbyrers, proverh no ſuch thing, Read 
it, and you will agree with me: 'Ir is recorded in Exſebins, h; 3. 
c.23. after the Greek diviſion. (In Mr. Hammers Exghſþ Tranle- 
tion, 'tis the 20 chap.) | Ce Le 2 
As for the place in Epipharis, that ſo often occurs in Dr. 
Hammond, of the Ga%u mires imeia Bc. I. 'Tis aplace very ob- 
ſcufe,, and ſo unfit to build an Opinion on. 2. It may ſeem ro 
, favour of rhe opinion of thoſe who ſay,rhere is no particular Form 
of Church-Government by divine righc. ' *3. Tthath nothing in 
ir peculiar to St. Johy: It no more proves that St. John inftiru- 
red ſecond Presbyrers, then char Sr. Peter inftiru'ed ſuch. 4. I 
might rell-you that as Ancient and Reverend Ecclefraftical Wri- 
rers 2$ Epiphamas, when they have been ingiged, - have boxrſted of 
a falſe matrer,and talked of Records and Tredicions where rhere 
were no ſuch things. Eee! + | T4 
You will now expeCt before I cake my leave of rhe Arguments 
brought for Epiſcopacy, that I ſhould anſwer thar brought from 
Sarcefſion: For it is ſaid, that in all places Biſhops did ſucceed the 
Apoſtles. Bur this Argument have alway accounted burflight, 
7 ſuch as will not weigh much wi:h you, if you conſider, 
I. That the Queſtion is not whether Biſhops did ſueceed, bur 
whether Biſhops exercifing Juriſdikion over Presbyrers ? -- 
2. Thirrhe Caralogues that are-broughr 'of the Succeſſor 6f 
che Apoſtles were made by conjeQure,, anddelivereddowntows 
by men thar lived ar a great diftince from the” Apoſtolical times. 
Read rhe ingemuous Confeſſion of Enſebrz, 1.3.c.4. If hz, foſty- 
dious in ſearching into antfquiry, thar he is by 1 Learned man'of 


. 


out own called the Father and Foungn of E cclefiaſtical 'Hi y, 
was at ſrich alofs tm the matter of Succeſſion, at whar a loſs mult 
rhey-needs be rhit lived ifrer him? Leſt: this Thould ſeem'a 

. meer ſhifr, I will rake no:iceof one won fangs. Irtfink 

) by almoſt every one,who hath” ingaged in the Epiſcopal Cafe, 
bur-molſt magnified by Dr. Fer. T; Far in his Eprſcepacy aſſerted. 
'Thele are his words, p:79.80. I ſhall tranſcribe no-mvre refFinn- 
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| (wanies for this partipular, but that of the General. Conneil of Calce- 
Hon) i® the ceſe of Balltanus aud Srephanus :; Leongiuzthe Bybop of 
_ 'Magnelia ſpakg it im full Council, « 776 T4 a yis Traofs wh221 v0 v 5XpA 
7/4 Barre) erm mhyTEs on $2daw ixorogravady ns. The ſplendid 
Name of the General.Cawrc.l of Calcedon, made me curious to en- 
quice intorthe very Þ2ttom of this Telimeny, . Ihave ſodone, 
and chus-Lfind the matter co ſtand : The Calcedowian Council was 
Called by the Emperour, Martian, Anno 451. or 452. Or 454- 
as ſome compute. In it, faith Dr. Prideawx, Matters were muitiy 
tranſatled by. fauoxring Parties between. Leo the fo of HaPe, and 
Anatholius Patriarch of Copano 3 Lectharpaſs: In 
the Lith., Afton of this Synqd, I in. Binizg and Crabbe, 
that Leonie dig uſe rhe wards that are quored from him= Buc 
what was this. Leentizs?  * A. man, faichche L, Brooks, in his 
< Diſcaurſe of Epiſcopacy, p.66. whoſe Writings have not deli- 
* yered htm Famous tous, for Learning, nor his exemplary Ho- 
Y ur (mencioned by others) famous for Piety. rely nac 
of Credic egough to ſiyay. aur Faith in this Poinr , becauſe he is 
contradicted and conyicted of falſhood, by Philip, a Reverend 
Presbyter of the Church of Conſtantinople, and by Actixs, Arch- 
deacon, who inſtance. in divers others befides Baſ/zas, that bad 
been Ordained by the Biſhop of Conſtax;izple : So that the 
General Council of Chalcedey proves to bethe T mon bur of 
one-man, and of one who was eicher ignorant of rhe [riith, or 
elſedid love Falſhood.. Ina word, whas is it in antiquity, fron 
whence our. Epiſcopal Brethren will argue th Divine right of E- 
piſcopacy 2 From the word eros; > We will grant, that all 
along from the. Apoltles times ,. there have beenchoſein che. 
Church, who werecalled, and might nor unficly be called. 3nize- 

. #9, or Biſhops :- .Bur-wedeny rhat thoſe NE Anciencs 
didcall Eprſcepos, were Biſhops in our ſenſe, ;..e..Wedeny, -that 
they were looked on as having the ſole power of JuriſdiQtian and 
Order. Let the-Prelaciſts prove, be 1500 years,. or for 800 


eats, Presbyters have been looked upan as poor niferianr- Creaures, 
uig only power to preach the Ford, HM Ong Diſce- 
þline, 1 for my part, promiſe fairhfully ro yield che Cauſe; and 
ha dar would even leap for joy, that-I were ſo conquered : For- 
Edo-aflure.you, it goes mare againſtche hair wirh me,toput forth 
apear. of Diſcipline, then to Rtudy.ryenty, Sermons... pArgepe 
bh | | | Feraren 


Oe OP 18 JET at ye PR OA 9 Par ms 


(3) 
Brethren offended With us; Siem mee tuerhe wan 2nto 8c 
rw99, in Scripture, td will they reve from on word Calnevee 
mn Eccleſrftical Writers ? Th Le far pl 
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Pacy is not of Divine Ri roy h 
Teal caſt inro the Fort? of a Ui 


ive ſme, thus ; / 
_  Romiſh ortho Eng 
he Ergo, 


E Prſcopacy be Dine Right, then 
7 the Romith 
on: For though pt py of a different ode exere 
moſt pretend to Divine Right. You dodbrlefs will deny y my 
kences ' and : 
Circumſtances or Appendages of ir, to beſure, Aare not Jre - 
mand of Chriſt for a Conge d eflire, 7 would not be" rhonghers' 
Law of Chriſt a charthe Civil Magiſtrate ” ſhould either 
we find, that all "Blogs were made and choſen ,' not withour: 


lith Epiſcepacy : Byt next nr the Engl! 
Te at all. As for the whey i 01 2 roy ot Ban. 
ciſed in otfier places, yer rhat Epiſcopacy which is dftabliſhedin 
rhe Ronoen Churches, md the Reformed Engliſh Church, dork 
Minor, and ſay,” that our Engliſh Epiſcopacy is of Divine Rrghr 

Bar'T prove it is nor : thus, for Eneli2 Door wy ere 
Right, then either allthe Coroumt e ' oe, 
vine Right, orpuly the ſubſtance of it © But neither : 

170, 

' 7, their wayvf EleRion is not jare divine; thef's no Com- 
ſay, that the Magiltrateymterpoſing in making"of "Church-Go- 
vernours, 1s me the Law of Chriſt ;' I only ſay; thatther's'no' 
make Biſhops, or require others ro'chuſe. I add, rhat we have 
no Primitive Example of ſuch oc aS a Conge'd' eſtire, Rarker 
che conſent and' ors 25 of the Clergy,” and all the people over 
whom he was to przfide and'govern. I confeſs; Þ had rhought 


as ro'the people, this had ben plain » Epiſite of Cletoms © 


ad Corimhios: The words are theſe, P . Edit. Twniane. 
*Arogda01 MunY © yrwouy ee i Kot Fe Of Gn: 6244 85% G7 oh 
SrouunTres The 6irmzomrs Ji Telurry fy mat ries ls ONO! 
&y rg. TKyous mh mefrageinge bo wATAEY. fmrvousy didtinary 3ms tos xot- 
wellarer Ne' NEwrmu STregt Sdraur wire dvd ' Thy i capa go. 
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(30) - 
cones ab Apoſtolis & Apoſtolicis iris conſtitmtor non eſſe, concludit 
D. Blondellus, quaſi qui ex Des juſſu & - approbat tone. conſtuueban- 
tur, pepult etiam acceptatione indigere putana; efſem. The Gram- 
mar:cal ſenſe and meaning of this Parentheus, 1 rhink lunder- 
\ ſtand, bur the Puspore and Drift of ic, I' canno: gueſs at. | The 
bleſſed Clemens ſaith,that Church-Ofticers were mace, the whole 
Church applauding or conſenting. Is there nothing in this 
Phraſe from whence Blonde! might conclude, that Biſhops and 
Deacons were not then mace - wi.hout rhe Acceptation of the 
whole Church 2 _ | 


- It may bel ſhall be able to. find our the meaning of the Learr- 
ed DoQtorz by his Reply co Dr. Owen : In char thus heexpreſ- 
ſeth himſelf, p.86. © Blende! mace the peoples acceptation a 
« ne gua nor, a neceſlary condition ; affirming that Biſhops,&c.. 
« were never conflicnred by the Apoſtles-and Apoftolical men, 
* »;/6unleſs they had this 3 which 1 ſuppoſe, makes the peoples 

- & acceptation previous to the Apoltles AQ :. For, if it followed. 
© ffcer,, ircan-beof no moment ; the Act of the Apoltles w;s 
« compleat without ir, and Rood valid without it : and though 
&« it was moſt happy. when it followed, yer fill this, as any other 
« confequent, mult be - accidental ro.the Conſtitution of Bi- 
©« ſhops, as that which adwent ents in as exiſtent, comes to it , 
«+ whenirt is, is no way required to, or conſtitutive of its Be- 
« ing. | 
"Twas no doubr, the Opinion of Blondel, that the Peoples. 
conſent was previons ; bur I do much queſtion, whether any 
fuch thing can be inferred from the word mf, uſed by him,p.11.. 
of his Apology ; and I ſee not bur that ſo much may be fairly in- 
ferred from the avr-ubxnodons move 75 c4xau91c;, I do not ſay, the 
phrafe doth neceſſarily import ſo much ;. for T might properly 
ſay, that rhe King was Crowned ov»evJdxnaons ways T5 avatar, 
though che Conſent of the 'Ciry be not Condi 44 nex, Of 
his Coronation'* Bur ifeicher Law or Cuſtom -did* require that 
the King ſhould not be Crowned except the City of London did 
conſenr, -then if I ſhould ſay that be. was Crowned (x Ger 1 
ami Crvitate, all would ſay.and think my Meaning was, thatthe 
Conſent of the City-was. firſt asked , and obtained, before.he 
was Crowned: i Now. thisis-owr Caſe, weareſurefromrhe 6. 
of the {&;, rh&Apaſiles would-nor ordain any.ta the FIT 
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WR 
Dezcons, till the D ſciples had choſen, them ; nor-do we find ,. 
that ever they did otherwiſe, except happily wher2 God himfelf 
made the Choyce ; thercfore Clemens his Genitive pur abſolutely, 
may well.b2 thought tounply ſo much, _ _ _ | 

- Bur 1 need nor much, contend aboyr. Clemens his Meaning : 
Cyprian a very ancient Father and prous Martyr, is plainerthen 
that h2 can be eluded. Ie nor tranſcribe all char he hath ſaid co 
this purpoſe, but yer enoughto prove the Pinr, ourofchax 68 
Epiſt!e ſent to the Clergy and people of Spaix, in anſwer to a 
Quettion propounded to the African Churches.  Pleby obſequens 
Preceptis Dominicis, & Deum mernens,a peccatore prepoſito ſepars- * 
reſe debet, nec ſe ad ſacrilegs, Sacerdotis Sacrificia as quuanda 
ipſa maxime habeat poteſtatens vel eligends dignos 7 vel in- 
dignos recuſandi ; quod &, ipſum de Divina aubtoruate deſcendere 
videnus , ut > wp [18 preſente, ſub ak oculis Lang &- 
dignns atqj 1doneus publico. judicrs atq, teſtrmonio comprobetar, [icut 
DDE: R pro, 2c Moili. RE, dicens, 4 OE > Af 
fratrem tunns, & Eleazarum filuns.ejus, & imtones e0511 montems 
coram.amn; Synagoga, & exue Aaron folans err, &. indue Elena- 
rum filum cjus, & Aaron app? ſitics moriatar-;!1c. Andnort long- 
after, Propter quod diligenter de traditions Druina & Apoſtolica ob: 
ſervatione obſervandumt eſt & tenendum, quod apud nos qua; & fere 
per Provincia univer ſas. tenetur, ut ad Ordmationes rite celebrandas, 
ad cam. Plebems, cui prepoſitus ordinatur; Epiſcops ejnſdem: Provin- 
cie proximi quig; comvemant, & Epiſcopusrdeligatur, Plebe preſente, 
que ſingulor um vitam. plenmſſume novit,& nunciNy atlum de e/us 
conver ſatione peripexit, ;. quod ut apud v05 fatuns midemus in Satunt - 
Collegs noſtri Ordinatione, ut de univerſe fraternitatis ſuffragia, & 
de Epiſceporum,qui in preſentia comrenerant,quiq de co ad 20s. Literas 
fecerant, judicio, ep:ſcopatus er aeferretur, & manus: in locum Ba- 
ſhidis emponeretur. * How horribly Pamelins is-putto it to recon- 
cile che. Papal Qcdinations- to.the ſeveral expreſſions of Sr, Cye 
prien in this Epitle, you may ſe ip his Annocacions, and.in'the 
Replies of, $:mzan Golartius, torhem, which alſo will ſufficiently 
foriifie.you againſt the-(in this caſe I. hope I may (ay irwithour 
offence ) crifling and weak ObjeRtions of the Authar. 'of Epiſco- 
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pacy afſerred, p. 273,274= us 
1. -2+..T ſuppoſe. it.will.not be ſaid, that, there-is. a 
requiring char our Biſhops: ſhould be Lords, have 
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_ OY (39) 
Hol: of Park; ament, and exerciſe Tenpord! Dominion wnd Fin 
el 1 cheir Dioceſſes. Rather ic may be quettioned, bet 
any of theſe be fo much as lawfult. The Work of an 0:dinary 
Presbyrer, much more of an Engliſh Biſhop, requires the whole 
man. he #« ſufficiem- for theſe things? 2 Cor. 2.16. The A- 
poltles pur of from themſelyes the very burden of diftriburing 
to the neceſſiries of the poor, As 6.4. And Part laies it down 
as ageneral Rille,2 79.2.4. No was that warreth, emtaugleth hing- 
 felf with the aff airs of this Life, that he may pleaſe hinwho hath cho- 
fer hinsto be « Sonldier. Shall Þ _ ewo or three of the Canons 
calted Apoſtolical, + => aha ates mediing withſeculz? af 
fairs ? Can;6. vet 7.Epiſcopus, aur Prerbjter, aut Diaronns, nequa» 
quam ſeculares curas aſſnmar, ſin alter dejiciarny, And the $2, 
vel $3. Epiſcopns, aut Pretbyrer, aur Diacon, qui militie vacave- 
ri, & vere Ah retiuere voluerid, _ cram Romarnm, 
juan fupftionem ſacer canes = 11mg PHLear * 'emm Ceſaris ſunt, 
ol os D:i, Dev. Read allo the 7h. Canon of Fed rig; 
of Chalcedm, bur eſpecially the 66 Epiſtle of St. Cyprier, in 
 whichyou ſhall find the Holy Father puricanizing topurpoſe. 
Hugo Greti is but of yeſterday, yer b=cauſe he is much magni» 
fied by our Prelatilts, I (hall account it no loftlabour, to rran- 
{cribe ſom:hing our of him upon the 12 of Luke &14. Theſe ate 
his wards, S3 qui expendat quantum fit hegoru ſermonens divinuys, 
refte diſpenſare, quod wt facerent pf — tanto mnſtraFti ſpirit 
Cnr am |; aliis delegavert, facile mtelliget gaoſenis atios potr- 
#3 adbibendos componendis prevatorum controver ſfi1s, quanz eos 
 dovend; meh mn qu:dem harans ina2 horum pr tipue difcor 
dias precidere, ſed fs in brevi adntonitione fiers poſſir, 
fimum Philemon! reconc:l;at Panlus, zox /# cauſe 
de, & magno temporis A conftabit res paxcorum. 
' 3. Nor can it be' though that it is of divine bx that Bi- 
. hops ſhould delegare their powet df Juriſdition ro Chancellors, 
Commitſaries, and other Lay-Ofhcers. nigra tis'que= 
ftonabte, whether 'this be not flarly againſt the Law of Chriſt, 
To be ſure, *4s contrary to the praiſe Primirrve, as ts acknow- 
ledged even by B. Doywnem, one of the greateſt ſticklers for Epi- 
ſcopacy. Sce his Defence of his Sermon, £1. '*" 5 Yang 
| ? balice. therefore irwill be faid , rhat ie foro of 
our Epilcopicy 1s'of Divine Right. Well; 


do One- 
dfentien 


at is thar?*One 
W.C, 


words ;. © If we abltract from Epiſcopal Govetnmenr all. acct+. 


« Jencals, we ſhall find it no more bur this, an appointment of 


« one man of eminent ſanftiry and ſufficiency, 40 haveche care 
& of all che Churches within a certain Precin& or Dioceſs.. Then 
belike if onebe not of eminent ſanity and ſufficiency, bEis no- 
Biſhop, cus 107 comventt definueo, Sc. But to lee this paſs, one 
man, 'cis ſaid,. muſt have the care of all the Churches, wichin'a 
certain Precin& or Diocels : 

cin@ or Dioceſsbe> Muſtirbe the whole Chriſtian world, as. 
the Pope ſaich, or will ic ſufice chac ic confilt of 2 or 3 Pariſh» 
Churches ?- | | 


For this I am told by Mr. Serdereft, Py 37: *6,Tharthe As - 


« poſtles preached the Goſpel not only mn; Cities, bur in the 
< Councries adjoyning, yet planted Churches in Cities Rill, and 
< ſecled ſingle perſons their Succeſſors there, ro govern both the 


< cities & Regions ronnd about(from whence a City & a Church 
*-come to be. equipallem terms , even inthe! ApoRolical Wri-- 


« rings, aF60fuT$e9 x7! cnxanoier, 48637 14. 23. the ſame- with 


© ret regs x7! mat, Titik,g. And.yet further, thar they lefr 
< the Churches of inferiour Cries, and their Biſhops in depen-- 
&« dance upon.the Metropohis , which Were checheife aqcording- 


« cothe civill divifion (and that the only true. ground ob che | Sit». 


< periority of one Chutchabove another )- hath been rendred'as: 


« manifelt as any thing almoſt in Eccleſiaſtical Antiquiry,againſt 


« all Adverſaties (both thoſe.of the hils, and thoſe the Lake 
< r00). by the Learned andwell placed La50urs.of thoſe excet-- 
« lent perſons in both pages of the Drpricks, when I (hallnet- 


& need to name, fince their own works-praile thexy in thegare;. 


And p. 23. © x# #av1s the ſtanding Rule and fatles nor, 2 City ©. 
adequate ONE tO another :: For a5 6h” 


* and a Biſhop, generally 
* che one fide, an Univerſal Biſhop, with :the whole world for 
© his Juriſdictions a prove prerence,&.toq vaſt for Humanicy, to 
© oraſp; {@ 0n ihe otherfide, Rural Biſhops-roo--18, a pootrand 
* (corned at T rent, DK worſe,8c p.24.. Ss cr: Tale KO Us » sf cx 
"Ei 2685%"s. 10% 12 Y1GH Alth Vidles; y ant mods; ;. No 
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*Biſhops there, leſt ch 


09) | 
i. C.«c th2 end of char Diſcourſe Printed. ac Oxon, called Cav-- | 
feffion; endl Provfi of Prteſiant Divine, that Epiſce.$:c. bach theſe- 


Well, bur how big muſt this Pre- if 


and not-only retrives the hrakan Epiſcopelli ,.fo- 


ey grow conrempiible, faruanheCarcns 
| I 
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' which were undoubtedly far fron any one of Apoſt 


 LeiceSter, Cambridge none. 


(49) 


© of the Ancient Church, both Greek and Lazine, andtherefore 


©che Twelfth Council of Toledo unmirred one Convildas, for- 
©merly an Abbot ina litcle Village, and diffolved the Biſhop- 
© rick which Bamba the Gothick King had violently procured ta 
©beereRed there, and that by this Rule of the Church; and 
* the ygry 2 =v* of my Text , which they aQuually plexd 1n the 
© Front of cheir Decree, to juſtihie their Lererwovy in 
Bur (with reverence to. ſo Learned a man be it ſpoken) muck 
of this ſeems to be delivered with more Confidence then Truth. 
And indeed before we cangarher the Divine Right of any parti- 
cular Form of Government from A-oltolical Pravtiſe, we mult 
firſt prove the Univerſality of that PraQtiſe. We muſtevince , 
that not ſome fer, bur all the Apoltles did ſo praftiſe. Now I 
chink it buge difficule, if not impoſſivle, from 'any credible Re- 
cords,to make out what Order and Merhod was obſerved by all 
the Apoltles in their planting ofChurches, it being bur very lir- 
fle, if any thing, that is ſaid by Hiſtorians, concerning ſome of 

then. 
' 2, If wecould prove umverſality of Practiſe, we mult alſo 


- prove, that ſuch univerſal practiſe was not upon ſome grounds , 


proper and peculiar ro fhoſe -Tzmes in which the Apoſtles 
lived. Os | 

Well, Tfor my parr, will take no advantage from eirher of 
theſe two Conſiderations , but yer will give you my Reaſons , 
why Icannoc look upon the Platform by tym laid down, as Apo- 
folical. © | | 

I* It ſavours ſtrongly of exywwnoanit or mrnntiz, both 
| | olrcal Spirit. 
For ſeeing the Goſpel was preached in Towns, as well as Cities, 
le: ns imagine, that by preaching of the Goſpel , five hundred 
were convertedina Town, but one hundred in a City, 
wouldir not be a ſinful accepting of perſons, to appoint the 
hundred Citizens a Biſhop, -and to leave the five hundred with- 
out a Biſhop .? Ic matters not whether this caſe did ever aQu- 


_ ally happen,' *cis plain it mighr/have happened, and weimay ar- 


"ove 4 poſſibili, Andiet afiy rational man ſay , whether it hepro- . 
þable, char this'is an > rug Inſtitution, that Peterboro 
and Ely ſhould have a Biſhop refident in then, Norchamptos, 


a © 


& LET 
.-2, Tos 


I 


pn 
| jy | | by a 
lawful Authority, ſo as that it could nat have been recalled, the 
Church of England would have been loath co have loſt a Biſhop, 
yerſhe mult, it chis be true,” that no Ciry, no-Biſhop-: Oc whac 
if our King, by the advice of his Councel, ' ſhould make every 
marker Town in Engla»d and Wales a Ciry , muſt our Biſhops 
preſently be mulriplied according to that proportion. 

3. *Tis plain, that in one Ciry there was more Biſhops then 
one, plain from Scripture, for S. Paw writes, Phil. I. 1. To all 
the Sams m Chriſt Teſ ws, which are at Philippi , wh the Biſhops 
aud Deacons. C ILITEI1Y by 

To this I know it is replyed, thar Phjlipps was 'a Metropolis, 
and fo in writing. to the Biſhops 1n the plutal,. he would be un- 
derftood of all the Biſhops in 1nfetiour Cities , ſubjeR-ro that 
Metropolis: ButT affirm, there is no ground for ſuch a- reply , 
Philippi was not a Metrapo'is, but wxp2 avarc ym Wnopoanngns Ore 
oznorixis Textoz,” as we learn from Theophilaft. Burit is ſaid, this 
deſcriprion belonged ts ir as anciently 1t was,- nor as it Was when 
che Apoſile did write to them: If once it were no Metropolis, 
how can it be proved, that it was ſuch. at the- writing of 
ris Apoſtolical Epiltle;forſpoth, from As 16.12.the words are, 
£xitber T4 665 Silas Ins $5) yah 15 weld os Tis Maxeovide mus, 
xoag/yrae! But this 1s roo! obſcure and. ambiguons a plceto'build 
an opinion upon , the beſt Criticks nor agreeing concerning the 
Syntax here uſed : If any thing can hence be githered , that 
"may prove Philipp; a Merropolis, it wit be either ics being called 
ap&m mi7", or 1ts being 'wadria': As for ts being called 
adn TAR, that will not prove 'any thing of- thar nature, for 
there is no neceſſity of rendring eydm ma; , the chief Ciry, ic 
may as wall Ggnifie the firſt for ſciruation ; this way very learm- 
-ed Men go, parricularly Zavchins in his Commentaries on the | 


-Philep. 4 | p | | / 
G | Againſt 
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22 0bjafted, ciac Ph 
\ pine wy of 7 Afecelnia bur po TRE | 


i macho  pAhaps. ie 2d.rat hr 
Ancedome : | iefeuvo. Sha are hinted by Cas 
more ſatisfactory anſwer'is ſuggeſted by Zaxchins, Ie ranſcri 
his words, chough ſomewhar large, wig the fone gn H'v wholly 
removed: Ne wolis crviumes eff ad mare, ex adverſo Thrace. [ni 
vewitay ad" finawen quod Str ymev V3carar © and nn of 
 «rbs Philippi. Flavin ante Strymen (nt atc in” © gg 
eff wp gTEn ns oft, jm partes, que Thraciam verſms » EX 

primaries Ser ymoonene fimyrnen in contents, 
Men rv Fey rg hac ſpeilevit Lacs is As: Cons 


ſencantt cure Plinio, of aliss Prophanis Soritoribus 
- rum licet terms dividens Macedoniam.s Tt « Thracia 
1s Strymer, tamen Neapolis guog, que at 
e, perimebat el Medotun & 
cedotia of Thracier;, & bes Shi volnerwa Prolomaus & Plini- 
us & ali, owns iter arbes er gonna! 12768 logo ſucruxe. Neapo- 
lim. Phllippi, prize. ws eft 'Macedoni VOTE LET INT 
Feltes, fluvrun ſc. Strymonem, divedentens yak 7 ag; ng 
Cia ; wan fart amtem fimepliciter prima, ſed ipſa Neapolis 4p tara 
of quaetiam lire «d Macedonmam pertinextas 
Haris.. . But ſecing 1t is called a Colony,. pa” yer, 
—_— I anſwer, if it bad been the only Colony in Afacedonis, 
we might havechoug he it probable, chat it-was a Metropolis in 
be civil ſenſe, bur it was not'che only Colony, as is evidentfrom 
Hiſtory. Facther, the officers before whom Paul: was brought, 
ver. 1g, 20, of this Chap. make ic ſomewhat morethen-proba- 
ble, thac the Proconſul of Macedonia had not bis refidenee at 
; and 'tis evident, that Thefſalomca was the Mecropolis 
Midas, in the civil ſeaſe : Theſſa/vurra 'eft, mo 
wa ommes Macedonia; ſo we find it was in < e Eeclefin- 
—_ ſenſealſo;. —_ hundred of years _ are ; bed 
e honorary tide Mt © Indeed, 1 think, 
I right have.ſpared my lelf.and- you all chis trouble , for Þ: be- 
lieve it never came into your head rothink, that when the Apo-. 
{Uewrices endl he itrended ro wrice £0-4- 
any more thenche Chriſtians and Officers of chat City of Pholip- 
Phy. - ne main ge IE. £0 all che other Churches UF 


-v. 


meancin ver. r, vg 

__ eedbu;a,then hemuſtiin ver. 7. fy, thar he Chritinsof pl | 
\ dia wereenſamplesto the Chriſtians of Macedonia; 
If neg 9 ag ro BeclefiatticalHliſloey: T would nor thank | 


vs, man to _—C_- | 
Leach Biſhops i in Was: 1+ and Towns, or 
Me Cicies nor ſo tous, norſo as many Mar- 
pr Towns among usare';. Daftlina Caf, Caſarce Cuppatecie Epiſ- 
copy; Gregarinu antes Nazianzent crvitatis ounnne viliſime , que. 
ge re Cefares Hiſt d. Tripar. ib.7.cap.22. libro 9.cap-3« 
d one Marrs made Biſhop of -Dulicha ,' which was bur 4. 
le City : Of whar a $2 place Spiridion was Biſhop, m | 
ſeen 56:1. cap.ro. and ar a moſt 'famovs hi "x 
palin ——— to.haye a Biſhop, even when it ceafed ro } 
: deere a Ciry y. . In Irdlank, S. aoitgty 
7 fas to. Ry ner the pro 365 Bithoaricks ar che firft plancacion _ 
ſcarce think there were chen ſo niany Cities. | 
- 2, Tharchere have been pyo Biſhops in one City. Vid. Poſſid. 
1: vita A, 
3- That ſome:ime chere ras burane Biſhop to- many Cities, 
examples zre too obvious and common to: be produced : We in 
England are not. withour forme Prefidenrs of this nature: If 
 Councels be produced againſt this, you wilt remembet , chit 
Councels, Peclafiſtihe of Biſhops, chey may be looked on 
as parties Tema phage job og any rhing that might make -. 
for chair ort'po | | 
- wheres Fit isfo confidently affirm ed, thar .£ the 
ad feaVerbe rb rin Ci, lt? i 
aance y_ ent on < with forme confi 
| "OMe IO 
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| &_the iſ8e Church of Antioch 
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ture, hath been much attempred, only he, whoſe diligence no- 
thing is won to eſcape, argues, by comparing A: 16.1,4.with 
As 15.2, I fhall give you his words , as be himſelf hath Eng- 
liſhed them te us. Anſ..o D.Qwes;p.i95. According to the: I- 
«© mage ofthe Civil Governmenc amang the Jews, and the like a- 
© cain in their” Temple, the Apoltles appear. to have diſfoſed. of 
© Churches every where, and in all their plantations, to have con- 
© ſtitured a ſubordination and dependance of }the Churches in 
© che inferiour Cities, to thoſe in the chief or Metropolis : . An 
«example of rhis we have inthe ſtory of the As, concerning. 
* Smiaand Cilicia, and the ſeveral Cities thereof , in relation to 
© Amioch the Metropolis ; for when the queſtion AZ 15.2, was 
© referred, and brought to Ferwuſalem from the Church ( peculi- 
© arly) of Amtiach, Chap.14.26. and I 5.3. and the Decree of the 
© Councel returned to them by whom the queſtion was propo- 
ſed, 3. tothe Church of Amioch, ver.22. yetin the, Epiltle 
©:nWhich that Decree was contained , we find the Brethren 
©rhrough Syria and Cilicia, 1. 6. all rhe Chriſtians of that Pco- 
* yince, to beexpreſled and joyned with thoſe of Amizch, v.23. 
* andafter, when that Decreral Epiſtle was delivered .ro.the 
* Church of Amtiech, v.30. Paul and Sylas went over Syria and 
© Cilicra, v.41,42, and as they went, they delivered to VE Ciry 
*: hz Decrees of the Councel, cap.16.4. which-is an evidence, 
*.chat the Churches of thoſe Cities, relared either immediately 
*ro Antioch , or as Antioch itſelf did to Jeruſalem, and werein + 
© ſubordination fo it, as to the principal Metropolis of ſo wide a 
©Province, &r. | SE 
E heartily wiſh this argumentation had been put intoa-Syllo- 
git:ical form, then-it would have been eaſe enough to. find out a 
PropoGtion thar might ſafely be denied: Bur ſeeing the Author 
hath not thought. meer to pur his diſcourſe into-thar dreſs, 1 ſhall, 
not Co it fot him, leſt I ſhoutd-herhought not. to.ds.ic according) 
to his mind: Taking it as. we find it, Flay :. 
7, That which he ſuppoſeth, may. well admit ſome diſpute, 
viz. Whether the queſtion referred. to JeruſaleMm' , was referred to it 
' * Ancioch (bur thats CMerropolis of allSy- 
32) forif 16.can be proved, that this reference was i 


" | , | 


| Ant 
polta hurch, which. ar ne by 1 
There's Eng rhar; the Pur 
Tereſolem was, becauſe rhat-t Was th 
more probableit it is,that the ION 
to a determination at Confer s 
of thoſe, Apoſtles that were at Jermſ; s ſup- 
poſed thoſe gre con:ended with Paul w = Marat php be- 
cauſe thoſe Judaizing Teachers pretended the Commiſion of che 
Apoſtles for their do&ring. - * 

Againſt chele, ler us examine whatis oh jected; 'N "rig: Cid, page 
204,205. That the firſt rakgn alone could, not be rhe reaſon, becauſe. 
there being but two Apoſtles there at thet time , Peter and John ;. 
Feit ones Fin onrig- ale $2t RE Habas | 

mg before this [eparated, by Go and, t1 Apett alich Of 

Fg reg refpelt of e = MT Wi theyw., adÞo i la 
ſenſe the words of $.Pau Fog rreth,G1l.26.] ihr Ubi wont Min 
mt af Ong Ad 


3. The reference 1s made net to the Apoſtles alone , 
les and. Elders, Ats 15,2. 4 The, canſe of the "rrons eras not 
ofly the contention of the iſe who Came Fete them 7 
cheau.C brift;ans. hers rg rg ite. being fe þ ten 
a4 accordingly the ecree reſpett ted chem] feenlua 
reaſon is of. mo force- . 2FE 
, Aaſm. 1. Tis certain , that the hen 2 not « 
to the ApalUes, bur alſo, ro the. Elders. (4 from. which. 
ſon pong, might be deduced, no w Jy advanta8ious t þ- Cal 
oft Epiſcoparians:) x. We'll Sant ic pro "that thi 
dyJzers. did-nor only ES PR: o had RC Wh 
Antiochean Chelan iO abret their errout.: Ru 
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"The feat $D6S iſeetsnore 5 Ad ks 9 ho 
Re EEC 
M1 eng, (01x t G tea ar bug 
rhinks his is ufeful, 5 = Wage [ous ©) fins: Fork hence 

hs chinks.t follows, That 5| _ oe ji men a op fas 
and oonemi ondeed by by the Charch of Jerufatem , rhes this wad 
hep pets ' Jome fed ac -Knciach, ib it conld nat be, if Anti- 
eftth, . ind: p Jeruſalem, Þ: "205. Bur 
os an Or ow this 7 what Chriſtim,dorh noc » char. if 
thee ET NAT CORE at thar time into £uplerd, with's Comyif. 
wed P reach, thar except we be Arcumeried, we cannot be fa- 
1outd Kectrois beciuſe weare a Church indepen- 


hh <7 7 
xa her arthe Decrecs did therefore oblige 
the c & yrs kg iicga , becauſe Antioch or 7, 

a "but becauſe rhe Dectees were Jon 
ng Me men a y an infalkbte ſpirit ; who could- nor 
or: ane nr and Maſter : Such _ 
rees did concern wo! all Chriftians thac, had anycertai 

| rthey were under the Merropolir of 


nd argument, to prove chat Epifcopacy is nox of Di- 
8 Fr be taken om the fines A. Hh. thoſe Au- 
do  euly , and plaj ly makeic ro be but of humane 
Tbegin-with 7 Fe in þ his, Engr ON'T bn 
fix fe 'eX Etcleſie. 
;D; ra Epiſcops 1o- 
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ontEwomryanf inall three make bucone ſingle. 
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mour dgoaricriza more conſiderable. Author they Fidwamyy | 
| oblong Ni Ai af — 4 


then 1. We arenecſs ſure that. Tow gs | « 
Cupt, as 'We.arechat Siimewer are 
2, [exe ;aedoth no where, thc Loa "Wh ale ihe I 


pills andrea and yex 1 haveread over al 1gnn SLE | 


hem over with an. impartial -defite+ 
aur ns oh Lange aulec:whicous ahean 
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ate by: 
"214\7 Faryy waar? bs = Lirin Verſion 
reads thus 2. Etenne Feſws Chr pivere 
patris ſententia, ut &- 1pſi frm bes terre gry A win? GL 
Chriſt ſementua at , not mentioning the.word Eprfcopr. 

3. I can givg the DoQr his oivn reading , andyet theplace 
will not” pad him. ,\for'a ſenſe differenc from'that which be 
affixeth'r6 then,” maybe givenf theni,-and ig'given'by Maftet 

309. Andall this, you kriow, Ned « friend of 
ours, Was aſſerted in a-Latin ſuppoſition ar a'publick a in Ox: 
ford, four of oor wee ago. "Indeed, thete is 'in the Epiſtle to 
the Mageſiarts, a place Which might with good colour and |proba- 
bilitybe tho che Divine Right of Presbytery,  - 

/Burif this ber ta hy oowearY] bat _ cold, thar 
Fhrtromee is notagainſt ne Right , but 'ra- 
cheeforit; orelle, if one while he be I pn bog time 
hz isfor i ic. 'We have proved{ plainly enough, that he was a- 
giink jr, fer's therefore hear whether any thing Can be produced 
out'ef hitn that makes'for ir ;' two places ate moſt infifted-on,che 
onei to' Evagr us, fit ſciamms traditiones Apoftolices 
IG 115Þt as" ae + 0, que Aaron, wa filis GL atg, Lrvire 
” Temple fold $77 E prſcopr, &- Presbyters, & Diacon vin- 
dicent in Eccleſia. Here the ſuperioriry of Biſhops above Preſ- 
byrers, 'is platedattiong. Apoftolical Traditions , phe ſo very 
clearly placed among. Apoltolicat Traditions , that the l-arned 
Difſerrator', page 127. Dyſſer//2. : breaks our Into theſe words, 
Quill ad hoc reſporideyi p poſits '#eut Go ove pappllne artificio delinir; 
aut delidi rams" di(ert a affitmatio; fateor ego me divinando aſſequi mow 
ve D. Blondetlus, que Walo, gre L,udovi- 


poſſeſed. noe 145, gh ABI th ” 
cus Capellus, bac w're preffit ; Ka foſſempns e , mhil 
a choir. ir Keen 


#{piams colttr tanj apcrtians lectns obrend 
is divining faculty”, fs 
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of yok wh: Theol 


PL x0 ”i'T, 


Voce need not make uſe vf, or 'purtle 
6p how this plice/ma) be anſwered, it was anſwered, 
Hl Qorily Thee om Bucer, De puhernatione Eecle- 
Paſtica, © alto PUT Lets 
108 


fore the 'co Lo of theſe Ami- 
ee Fe ſum of Wk 


"anfiver-1s :{ L. That 
traditio 
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oo. 
tradinrs AyeFtolica weed" nor fignifietha which was! inftitured ' 
bears itmay denote no more then-'an Ecelefialtical 
* Bur can cherebe ww reaſon to imagine that Hitrom- or any 
© man ſhould fer down that for an Inſtance of Apoltolical Tradi- 
© tion , which the ſame perſori doth nor believe , to be:deliver- 
ed by rbz Apoltles, bur to be of alarer Dare? Anſw. to Lond. 
* Miniſt. 176. Why ſure a” reaſon may well beimagined, as' 
well as there may be a'reaſon gen why Dr. Hammond cals 
choſe ancient Conſtitutions and Canons , - Canons and Conſtituri- 
ons Apeftolical; thavgh he do not think, that they were either of 
chem made by the Apoſtles, bur by perſons far inferiour to them, 
for Aurhoriry, 'and' born long after they werefallen afleep. | Ic - 
was not anuſualto call that an Apoſtolical Tradition', which had 
been long praiſed. To this end, ler Dr. Jer. Taylor be read in 
his Liberty of Propheſying, ſec. 5. p- 88, 89." 2.) He anſwers, 
chat Hier. invended not here a pirticular andidisjoyned Compa- 
riſon,ficſt of Biſhops with the HighPrieſt Aaronchen' of Presby- 
rers With the Sons'of Aaron,and Laftly'of Deacons with Levizes: 
bur tis meaning is, that as Aero and his ſons the Prieſts were a- 
bove the Lewites ; So under the New Teſtamenr, the Biſhop atd 
_ Presbyrer ate above Deacoris: And therefore it was intolerable 
Pgdern the Deacon of his age, to ſet himſelf above the Presby- 
_ ets. Audio quendarm mn tant am er:piſſe vecordianms mt Diaconos Pres- 
byreris, 1. E. Ep is anteferret. So he begins his. Epiſtle 5 and. 
in the Proce of it, he doth mugne copatr, labour' to: prove, 
that Presbyters are the ſame with' Biſhops : and arlaſtconcluces 
with theſe words, wr ſciammns Tradiriones Apoſtalicas, &c.' 
The fecond- place urged our of Hierone, 'to prove the Divine 
ighe of Epiſcopacy, ts in his Comment on Titus 3 1dems eff cr- 
go Precbyter qui & Epiſc:-pus, & antequam Diabol: inſtinity, ſtu- 
dia im religion fieremt, & diceretut in prpulis, ego ſums Payli, ego 
Apolb, oy _—_ 4 hee po 0 
py ro rnabanur, poſtquans vero unuſquſg, eos qu EAUCTAL [os 
prutevit eſſe, noy Chriſti, in toto OMe his \ "ik unus de Preiby* 
rerss elefixs, ſuperponeretur ceteris, ad quens ommnis Ecclefie cura per- 
rinerer, & Schiſmatum ſemina toleremur. © 3 TR 
| Before this can "any Wiy advantage the prerenſions of thoſe 
who aſcribe 2 Jas D5vinum 30 Epiſcopacy,, it muſt. beproved., 
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thar the #7 roo orbe decretum eſt doth refer to ſome Decree made. RY” 


Is 


ho) 
when it was faid at Coranh, 1 ave. of Pani;S;c. Now'rhar. 
ther of theſe will ever be proved, you will ſoon ſee, 
RS oe ID: cl 
- I paſs. now, having.only your pardon for m IXit 
Yi nw nes Third Arguinent for proof of th $i #76 
of an Ordinarian by Presbycers 3 it ſhall be drawn from the pra-- - 
Rice among the Jews; and _ FDA: 7 ; | 
If anvong the Jews any cone that was ordained bimfelf , might or- 
dain azother, then DS Prodkeieed ordain Precbyters : pers 
IN; au) one thﬀat was himſelf ordained, might Ordan others : 
The Conſequence of rhe Major is founded wpon that which is 
acknowledged by molt Learned men, that the Government of 
the Church-Chriftian was formed afcer the Jewsſb Patrern;Chrilt 
allalong accommodating and: lightly changing the Jewiſh Cu- 
w_ inco.Chriſtian yp ren Fe _ Like 
- The Minor Tprove;.chete was among Jews, as Dr, Lightfoot 
- hath obſerved, Harm. p. 97. an Ordination- With laying oh of 
hands, and withour laying on of hands. /Majw. i Sanhed. 4. 
* How is Ordination-to.he for perperuizy ? Not char chey layon 
« rheir hands onthe head of the Elder, but call him Rabbs, and 
© {ay, behold thou art-Ordained,@7g. Bur there was-alſo Ordina- 
tion by thelajing on of hands. Take Ordination which Way y | 
will, *cwill never be proved, that he who was himſelf i Ofhce, 
might not ordain . anoxher to the ſame Office. , For though we 
are told of a Confticution, that none ſhouldordan,. but thoſe to 
whom leave was granted by R«bbi Flillel, yet 4 princypto non furt 
fie. To whichpurpoſe, I ſhall only. need to.tranſcribe che words 
of Þ, Cmnexs, one as well skilled tn the Hebrew Rites and Cu- 
Roms, as any that ever did write concerning them, /:.1, de Rep. 
Heb. c. 17. Senatorja Dignitas, quonians ampirſſima #14, nemini aa- 
ta fine igitinso aflw oft, munaum eniny- 119p0/irione opus fuit, quans 
Tudeti MI'DD vocant, dt.. Greco: X* egYo ie dixerunt, lia. Gp-M 
Joſuz & 70 Senatoribus manum impo{uit z qua ſolennitaye per atls, 
fatimy delapſns atheriu ſedibus Spiruus peftora eorum wplevit, & bi 
perro, in hunc modum init1ati oun eftent, alzos eadens lege autor ave- 
rant ; non tamen poturt is rituy extraterram ſaniian prr ag! quis vis 


wy 


' Maimewiderradibitin Helachs Sabie 2.C, anjtoules els 
hunc atum pro arbitri0 ſuo onenes celebrarent, quibut"jvnpeſua; 


. anus fruerat conrttatwws efſe, tal jus 4 ſapientibut imum 
Mts yre-ntpnen orgs; lem ens 14 - es 
R. Hillel, 15 autem magnt congili princeps' ans & horas ye 
Preſidem habuit Sameans homnem trucalcit wwe, 
Tandem hes manunm 195po ſitio Expenare rote Fas irene: 
[AL1%8 LAFERID £11400 CAT SEN verbis eſs. 

ed Seldewin his firft Book 6 Spiaks.e:14s c. 1.4; rakes notice'of this, 
and ſaith, that Sr. Pax/s creating of Presbyrers, was according 
' tothe Jewiſh cuftem of creating Elders; that Paul was broughc 
yp png, as his difciple : 1 This Gamaliet-was 
che Nephew of Het, and Prince of the $anhedrias ac that time, 
and therefore no doubt bur he -had-creared his Scholar Pan a 
Jewiſh Elder , before he was-aChriftian;” and that afterwards, 
when Pasl became an Apottle, knowing "that che-erve Judaiſme 
was.by the appointmenr.of God;! tobe communicated ro-Gen- 
tiles, as and rhinking'that 'ie” was Jayvful to cre- 
ate Elders our of the Holy Landy? and that be and ocher Apo- 
{tes were free from that new ſuper-induced Law of nor-mak 
Elders without the Licenſe of the Prince of the Suvhedrim ; 
ſo the cafiom prevailed in creating Chriſtian Elders, that ever 
one that was duly created himſelf, might alſo duly pore 
own Diſciples ; he did upon this account, create of appoint El- 
dersin every Chutch, Afs 14.23. Dr. Harmmordin his fix Que- 
r1es, p. 344,345+346,347- multereth up many Inconveniences , 
whichſeemed to him, neceſſarily to follow rhis'Conjefture or 
- Obſervation. 1 cannotthiril my ſe'f obliged ro:defend Mir. Set- 
gen. The Reverend Door Mages Anchor would wiſh, 
wiz. P.349- * That the Government of the 'Church was formed 
* after the Jewiſh Patrern: And p. 324. That” ition of 
© hands in Ordination, ſo-ofren; mentioned. in che New Teſta- 
© mentzis anſwerable to the laying on of hands uſed byche Jews, 
* when they did cteare Succeſfors in any Power, or communicate - 

© any part o cheir Power to ochers as afliſtants, If all this be erue, 
why may not a Chriſtian Presbycer I a' FRE, as well as 
a Jewiſh Elder orddin an'Elder? 
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($2) 
curre in- Antiquity of ſuchOtdinadions, which were never reputed 
null and d, 1 
I be eh that known place of Hieroms in his Epiſtle to E- 
vaprins : Alexandrie a Marco Evangeliſta ufq, ad Heraclam & 
Dyony ſums Epiſcopos Presbyter; ſemper unum ex ſe eleftum, in excel- 
fiori gegdu collocatum Epiſcopum nommabant ; quonuodo ft exercitus 
Imperatorem faciat, aut Diacom eligant de ſe , quem induſtriun v0- 
verint, & Archi-Diacomen vocent. To this Teſimony'irt is wont - 
ro beanſwered, that only the EleCtion is aſcribed to Presbyters, 
tbe Ordination might no:withltandivg be performed by Biſhops. 
But the Queſtion is not, what might be done, but was done ? 
And Extychins publiſhed by Mr. Seldes molt plainly. and ex- 
preſlely affirms, that from the rime of Mark the Founder of the 
Church of Alexaxdria,unto Demetrims Biſh, of the ſame Church, 
the ſeveral Patriarchs-cf the Church of Alxandria were choſen 
and ordained wich Impoſition of hands, by the £2 Presbyrers , 
and that by ſpecial command from St. Mark himſelf. To this 
the Learned Difſertator ſaith, p. 177. Facvlis eft Reſpon ſio,nllaws 
bac in re Entychio fidens debert, ut qui aſſertion buic aperta £115: pnoie 
VItm winruerits This is indeed an eafie anſwer,bur a little roo 
egie to be received by one who is awake, ro which nothing need 
| be confronted ſave: only this,'that ſome: Credit is due inthis 
matrer to Emtychinr.. 
And from him,we ſhalbgo, to thoſe who ſpeak concerning the 
Church of Scotland, in her firſt Converſion. Fo. Major, in the. ; 
Second Book of his Hiſtory, c.2. writes-that the Scors were inftru- 
Red in the Faith by Prieſts & Monks withour biſhops, until the 
year of our L. 429.S0:as that that Church mufi needs be without 
Biſhops above-rwo- hundred years; as is acknowledged by the 
Learned Forbes , in his [+:»icum,p.159. Fo this,the Door an- 
fwerethwirhourbook, not having Toh» Maror by him to conſult, 
he ſaith, that John Maror s- affirmation hath very lictle appear- 
ance 0? ruth init, Anſw. to Lond. Minft. p. 160, & 161, that 
-neither Bede nor. any other affirmeth, that before the coming of. + 
Palladins , they were ruled by a Prezbyrery, or ſo much as that 
they had any Presbyter amongthem. Bur this 1s too great con- - 
fidence. . Blondel , whom he choſe for-his Antagoniſt, had pro-. 
diced Fohan. Fordonns j who in his Soorsſchron. 1. 3.8. hach 
abeſe words;. Ante Pallads adventum, habebant Scots fides Dofth- 
We Y reS 


(53) 
res ac Sacramentoruns Minſtratores Prechyteros folummods, vel 
Meonaches, rutum ſequentes Primuroe Ecclefre.. Andit it ſhould he 
ſaid, chat theſe Presbyrers and Monks were commilſionated by 
fome Biſhop., thus to preach and adminiſter Sacraments, the 
ſame Blondel, Apol. Sec. 3-p-315. quoterh Heftor Boethins Scotor. = 
Hiſ. 1.6. fel.92.1n theſe words , (apere nofFri eo remporutfiſfrca ' 
annum. 263.) Chriſt dogma accuratiſſimt? amplexars; Mo- 
nachorum quorundam dull u & adhortatione (. qui quod ſeduls predi- 
cations vacarent, eſſemg, frequentes in oratione ) ab incolis cultores 
dei ſunt appellati. Iryalwit 1d nomen apud vulgus in tantum ut ſacer- 
dotes omnes ad mſtra pene tempor a vulgo Culdes, i.e. cultores Des 
fone diſcrimine vacuarentwr. Pontificem inter ſe communi ſuffragio 
deligebant, penes quem divinarum.reruws eſſet poteſt as ; 15 noulos 
deinceps annos Scotorum.Epiſcopus ( ut noftris traditur Annaliba) 
oft appellatus. & lib. 7. fe 128. Palladins primns ommum gui 
ſacrum inter Scotos egere Magiſtratum, 4 ſunemo Pontifice, A. D.. 
439. Pontifex creatas ; cum anea populs ſuffragits ex Monachis & 
Culdeic Pontifices aſſumerentur. 4 

Now chat I am upon che lIfle of Great Britaiz, it will not be. 
amiſſe , to rake notice what #a/ſingham the Monk relates con-- 
cerning the Lollards:, A. D. 1339. © Winning very. many to: 
* rheir Se, they grew {o audacious, that their Presbyrers , like 
* Biſhops,creared 8 ordained newPresbyrers;aſfirming rhat eve- 
© ry Prieſt hid received as much power to bind & looſe;8 to mi- 
© nifter other Eccleſiaſtical things,as the Pope himſelf giveth, or 
* could give. This Power of Ordination they exerciſed in the 
© Diocels of Salrsbury, and thoſe who were ordaine] by them, 
*chinking all things tbe lawful ro'them, _ preſumed to celebrate- 
* Maſſes, andfeared nor to handle: divine things, and admini-. 
© ſter the Sacraments. | | 

I might alſo reckon up the Ordinations made by the Chorepiſ-- 
cop:, among: Ordinarions by Pres5yters : For [ am nor yer con- 
vinced by all that is-written, thar they. were Biſhops... See what 
1s ſaid in this matter by Forbes Irenicam, lib. 2.c. 1T, Nordo 1 
ye: believe that the Sayings of thoſe tyyo Ancient Authors, 4-- 
prud Egyptum Prexbyter conſignant, fi preſeus non fit Epiſcopus. . In - 
Alexandria & per. totums /Egyptum, fi deſit Epiſcopus, conſe- 
erat Presbyter :. are umpertinently, Werpet ro prove Ordination 
by Presbyrecs, For I judgs ic more probable chat cop/ipngre and "ol 


» 


he —_— > ——_— he 


: | wy 
eanſecrare do bgnifie ordinare, chen that they (he 
enficere Sacramentam Enchariftie, But ler theſe paſſe.” ' 
Cafſians as you may find in Blendel,p.3 57.reports,that Paph- 
anutins a Presbyrer , did make Dane! his Diſciple firſt Deacon, 
| r, the Biſhops that ar rhat -rime governed the 
Eb, nor cenſuring him for ir. More Examples lt may 
find in Blonde! ; If you have him not by you, you.may find ſome 
—- of thent cranſcribed our of him,as 1 ſuppoſe, by Mr. Seztlmyfl. to- 
wards the latter end of the ſecond Book of his [renicxms. . 

And for Examples of latter times, Mr. Prymne will furnifh you 

in his Unbiſhopping of Tiwerhy and T ras. 

'  Laftly, Ithus prove the validiry of Ordination by Presbyters, 
Tf the Mmiftry of thoſe who have been Ordamed by Presbyters, bath 
been ordinarily bleſſed to the Confirmation and Comver ſion of ſouls then 

| 15 Ordination by Preshyters valid : - But the Mimſtry of thoſe, &c. 
_ Ergo. 

The Conſequence of the Major is proved, becauſe God can- 
not any way More eminently atteſt and own the Minifiry of any 
perſon, then by making him inſtrumental co the Converhion and 
Confirmation of the ſoules of his Heaters and Followers. When 
the-Apoltleſhip of Pau! was cal:ed in queſtion, how did he prove 
it? 1 Cor.g9.1,2. Am 1 not an Apoſtle? Am I not free? e1 
wot ſeen Jeſus Chriſt our Lord? Ave not ye my work in the Lord ? 
Youſee he dorhnot lay more ſtrefſe upon hs apts Jeſus 
Chriſt the Lord, then he doth upon their being his Workman- 
ſhipin theLord. More plainly in, the ſecond verſe: If I be 
wot a Apoſtle unto others, yet deubileſſe 1 am to you ; for the Seal of 
my Apoſtleſhip are ye in the Lord. . The Learned 'Grotis would 
have us afrer © Kveiw ro ſupply 37785, you are rhe Seal of my Apc- 
lile:hip, eo ipſo quod effis in Chriſto, quod th Chriſtians. _Be- 
cauſe rhis Auchor is ſo much admired by thote agarnft whoſe op- 
poſitions T am now fortifying you, I thall tranſcribe tis whoſe 
Annotation on this ſecond Verſe. $i Alii dubitarent,an Apoſto- 
lus eſſens,v05 certe dubitare non deberetis, propter ingentia figna apo- 
folatus gue apud 191 edidi: Sicut per figna appoſita conſt at wſtru- 
wrt aliguod ofſe ſincerum, ita per veitram conver fionen conſt at 
Wwe elle A 0 lum. 

AS Or e Minor, if any one ſhould be fo monſtrouſly uncha- 
ficable and impudent, as to deny it,. he need only enquitein 
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maintained by any that called himſelf a Proteſtanr, be account-- 
red Hereticks and Schiſmaticks; noching remaines, but thac we - 
commit aur cauſe ro-Gad, and till heſe: meer to plead it, poſe. 
ſeſle our ſouls in Patience. | 
There are ſome ObjeRions againſt the validity of a Presbyte-- 
rian Ordination, to be removed, and rhen 1 ſhall exerciſe your - 
Parience no longer. - "W 
7. Thefirſtis prounded upon the Authoricy of two Fathers, . 
Hieroms and Chryſoftom.: Hieroms ' words are inhis Epiltle to E-. 
vAgrius, uid enim facit Epiſcopus, excepta Ordinatione, quod 
non faciat Presbyter ? To aniwer this Teltimony, I might ob- 
ſerve, that they who produce ic, Will notftick to-ic., bur are ve-- 
rily perſwaded that-there are. many; things beſides Ordination, . 
which a Biſhop may do, -thart yer a Presbyrer cannatdo. -ButT. 
need not flee ro ſo indireRt an Anſwer : For, | 
I. Maxfilim Patavinus, in his Book which be.cals Defeſor 
Pac, takes theword Ordinatio to fignifie quire another thing 
_ then the conferring of Holy Orders... His words are. theſe :: Or-. . 
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(56) : 
dinatio 1bi non ſignificat poteſtatems conferend;, ſen'tllatwurys (acye- 
__rumOrdinum, 74 ro e0hohh poteſt tems regul and; wel 7 rig 

Eccleſie rites, ats, perſonas, quantum ad exercitinm divini cultas 
"tu Templo; unde ab amiquis Legumlatoribus vocantsr Ocronoms 
reverends. FEED il : 

- 2. *Tis certain that ſomrimesthe word Ordizatio doth figni- 
fie tl;e*exrernal Rice or Ceremony uſed in Ordination, viz. 1m- 
poſition of hands z if ſo ir be taken here, as why*may ir not ? 
Ecan grant that Ordinacion 1n many places was ſo managed ; ir 
15 freely confeſſed by Calvin : [num puta Ts oenwT@ vices ſuft;- 
nentem ut plurimum ommnum nomine manu 1mpoſwiſſe. | F 

' 3, Grotins ſaith, nothing hinders, bur that we may ſo inter- 
prec the place, as that ic ſhall mean no more then thar Presby- 
ters can ordain none in contempt or the at an Fe 

4. 1 finally anſiver, that Hierons ſpeaks nor here of any Divine 
Lay appropriating Ordination ro Biſhops, bur only of the Ec- 
clefiaftical cuſtom that obtained in his age; 'ris as if he had 
ſaid, what is there now adaies Cone by a Biſhop, that a Pres= 


' byrer may not do without Breach of Eccleſiaſtical. Canons , 
' except only the buſineſs of Ordination? He had before ſaid, 
that « principio non fu Fad. originally che Presbyters mighr 


and didmakethe very Biſhop himſelf. 
The place of Ctbryſ- is in his 11 Hom. on 1 Tims. the words are, 


Haat unros mel ymoxomot, X; xTreions ef UTE, Xx, Elm?) Tire. 
Tem, m1Gs NN > mou #: Re Twy orion he Par entnf xr 
T6 Nexavss werwmdwou. nmr , 07 8 T0AV Toueonn, x; 2p 2 aun d\= 
Jarxaxiar & oi dradefeyuinor, x; argonoiay Ts HxAnoing , x)  ofes om- 
oxb muy 617%, T0 x, 4) axeofuregwr courier Thy ap Xeieymvias wi 
yy duTsy drafeCinget, oþ Tim furor Joxiere rhtovereir Tv5 aptofuTipes. 
Here again F might cell you, rhat if chis Saying of Chryſoſtomes 
muſt derermine the Controverhie, our Prelaiifts muit throw open 
thar which they account rhe beſt part of+ their” Encloſure, they 
muſt hr ance: that the Presbyters have a ecymo2, that they 
exceed rhe Presbyrer in the Power of Order only not 1n the pow- 
er of Juriſdition. 2. I could much weaken the Authority of 
Chryſoſiome as to the poinr of Ordinarion by acquainting you 
rhat 1t vas one ef the accuſations made againlt that Father, rhar 
he did engrofſe Ordinarion to himſelf, nor taking 1n the aflift« 
ance of his Presbyters, in ms duaprgs 83cre971v17v , on ore) 
ouvedpiv, x; agg. yruwsy 74 x2ngs Imus The Kee, are the words 
= of 


ſoprn hid - -more - then 
w/c _ the norduletby 


oe, AS T6 of Auf: foals: «s 74 *muoxlei juacs 5 Mdfor&. 
(char, 2xrorezry With 2 Genitivecaſe.6gnifies to pet or excel ; 
burwich 34n Accuſarive, tosu/areor de wrong.) Now if we ſhould 
ſp-xender the word zuveſer here, ſecing-it hath an Accuſtrive 
caſe after ir, Bifhaps muſt from hence he- concluded noclawfull 
rs, bur uſucpers of the power of ſole Ordination. 

yo you are;nor (atisfied, I er fourthly'to Gerſon 


Fd wh MF Lb 358. rakes notice of this auchotiry ,. & 
= 1h _ of that Sermon Which 
rogk him. ro'confute 3: one-of his anſwer is, that Bi- 


made; Supetiourto Presbyrers, only by the yolin- 


eQton oft their is" dar or Colle:gues, nor. by a- 
Ex he renders the words thus 7 Solqvemins horum 
rerorums) eleFioneoſceneramt at  Inbnarey las 

rezbnters videmur habere ; heh mean! ike 


yrers, for order yrs ſame one to be Ge Pie 
we Pr dg cop chis + is all that che Biſhop hath above the Presby- 


"The ſecond at Shjeficn oe zinſt the. validicy of Ordinations by 
Presb resbyters , is-taken AG. from Ecclefialtical'Wrirers, among 
whom we dofind Ordinations by Presbyters pronounced null 
and yoid ; Of. this nature there arethree priycipally' infifted up- 
on, the which before we particularly examine, 1 ſhall-crave leave 
Go mr this on2rhing, v1z. that ic- is, very- manifeſt , thac 

Copneels haye pronounced ſame. Ordinations null and void, 
which yer could -nor-be null in aire rej. 1 inſtance only in the 
of Ebalcedon indAmuch," pronouncing Ordinations, 
though made by a Biſhop robe void, "if rheperſon ordained,were 
ned gihey Nhat ride, or 11 another Biſhops Dioceſs, 
Y-dveb Filme longare not nallicies, many examples of this'nz- 

broughby che learned Bl . Page 168, 169, Now 
fol ic "= bein caſe of Ordinations by P:esbyrers, and fo it 
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1s by rqpy averced that 3 ws bur let ug hezr the exanp! 

One Colpthus, a Preabyrec, rook upon him , « Pref- 
byzer, 10 ordgin {ſchirae, this 1/chinas, nomrichR ,chis Or- 
nation, Was'looked.upen butas & Berck. 

L anſwer , rheceare ſo.many. diffimilitudes backifi ehEOrch- 
nations of Calythus, and thoſe Ordinarions made by Predbyrers, 
. Which We Spas. for, that' from che condemning of his Ordi. 
nations, no argument car-be draven to. prove, that ours" ought ts, 


be condemned.” I. -aced nor'as a Harpre- 
EE 


fo.de-nocour Predbyrers. 2; He 
ated alone, page our-Orclinations are not ey oneſingle per< 


ſbop, yer arching! Predhyters, bur althis Ordi 
ce Fathers afſembledin Connce at Caring 
Null, + | 


rerimined m_ bis —_— is nor ans" =, we 
ans made Pzesbycers , as Blowdell —_— 

never ſq full power of Qtdination, yer had rhe Synod goedre:- 
ſonto depoſe Choſe who were ordained by Clfirimgs, becauſe he 
was & Presbyter,as-wall as x Biſhop im rhe Wer FS Rec. 


ordained Presbyrer, ather by Gregory, or anFor | 
A third example, 1s thar + Cen Blk Th, who did hy 
is Ordinations 


_ on one Presbyter, and two Deacons, bur 
invalid, becauſe nor he, but his Pregbyters read 
ce monk 9771 IP BY Bpiſcoparyafſerds #$2 

i$ Was - fat « 
by the firſt Councel of Sevslb; ING. for it wa? done not 
by che firſt; bur ſecond Gps ae” Sevill, mo the OS. 
were! A ned 
wane the Pregbyeer ayer adn Kite ied 
the words rihigh the Biſhop eaidd'mer read Soto ethe 
OR: OO Oe ITNns 


. % 
Tome OY OOTTIRIT yorre +910 eewgen. CEE MOI V = ee7; - 


— 


thu Juctpevitd as deck nor oondettn the alan. 
leterronc the Ci rex the ſetitence 7 Be ir 2s ir 
will, the ic ſelf fairh, chit. the Presby 


order with him. 
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faffiennt ertinews 1 b 


| fit; cotarid 
isptefencly void, becauſe all Ecclelia- 


Jt. .w& eſtinor 


think charats 
_ eter] I mighe, if i needful , briry pike 
n ir were 
- _—_ TC Z, itt His Epiftte 6 R 


wnjs , but iq'rhie' Mallet ata Fen 
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. The chixd objection again of an Ordinarioh by 
is caken from WT Dy Jy: 7 7 
eichour CEE ſeſs isbleſied of 


DT piriful 2 bi 
namedit, had not four ie ii t neck brand 
he gen ig info; 'Whenit is bod the lefs rt of 
who ordains', muſt be 
he w onki_ed, begs after Ordinarlon ; 
bent be hen heis afrer Ordination, then x Biſhop 
may nor ordain a Biſhop, if they ſay he pon BEE art GEOrE 


party:is before ins Ocdination; 
range, pooacs,-ah: is grexer Sends Prep RE by 
C into che fame 


Lhe beaQuualty ordained, and fo 

Bur 1 muſt comers rhac arputnent an which (DUM: Hani doth 
ſotruumph, tha, he confeffeth he ws nor acute Enough to fee 
what could be replied to ic , you will find it in his monition 
to the Reader, ' before his Latin Differeztions, he framesicino. 
_ oo Saqmoraturk ry: power ES. or he hid nor, 
if c Or 7, Cwidf acre $5 ExCeÞta IH. 
denatione quod non facrat Presbyter ; \f, he Had OS 'our 
Presbyters to have thar CAL. he'che Hypreſpifts of Pref- 


in-ir. 


by:ers had nor. _ | | 
Lanſwer, H;oroye had payer ws Orgain, eak 
byrers to hixallitance x what" hemedurdy bis 
14 I col&:you befoxe. | +102 7 
Bae the ſame learned DofForproceeds, Ir het pcs re- 
member ther-gf oneahiog, viz rhe no vyter Ordained by” 
IP #1 
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- (60)... 
others beſtowed on him, and therefore can no-tnote take any - 
ſu Power. tO himſelf,. chen can .a Deacon zy' Of a.mecr! La- 
Anſw.., This profound ObjeAtion,was, 4s.you know ;' broughe 
at a tk A& in Oxex..ſome years lince, and urged by «-learn= 
ed DoGtor, againſt one who maincained thevalidity of a P:esby- 
eeian Ordinacian,, w.was then, in the Judgement of the-hear- 
ers, ſarisfaQorily. anſwered, and.ſo, -I doubr var, but ic will be 
now in, your judgement : . Ling ar2ale Wilkpps who Ordained 
.  Presbyrers herein Exglazd , did-givethema power of Ordain- 
Ing _ whether.they had. any wrenuon ſo rodo, l know nor, 
but rhis I ſay, hat he maketh any-one a Ptieft, giverh 
him a Power of Ordaming, and .if when he 1s made a Prieſt, he 
thould throygh fear or ignorance promiſe not ro: Ordain if . he 
ſhould afterwards be. convinced, that as Priefi:he hath apowerof 
' Ordaining, he ought to repenc of his. promiſe, and-it norwith- 
Ganding,to. joyn with:his rethren in layingon of hands, ifeuher 
there be no Biſhops, or nane.chatvill ordatn, without! impoſing 
ſuch ſubſcriptions, .as contain inthem matters very doubtful:,:1F 
2.. The form of words uſed in ordaining a Presbyrer in the. 
Church of Exglendis.this, Receive the-Holy Ghoſt, whoſe: ſms thow 
remitefF, &c, did theſe words, when uſed by our Lord Chiiſtro 
his Diſciples, confer a power of Ordaining ? If. they (did nor, 
I then.demand. when, and by what form of words was that polv- 
er conferred onthe Apoſtles 2: If rhey did, how come they not- 
to convey a power of ordainingothers unto the Presbyter,” in 
mage Ordinarion they areuſed ? If a man-, when-he 1s made a 
rieſt in the Church of Exgland, receive not: apower of Ordain-. 
ing others, for doth he- receive ic when he is conſecrated Bi-: 
ſhop, for having read over the Form appointed for che conſecra-. 
ting of a Biſhop,. I-cannot find any werds that give the Biſhop 
a power of Or anirg, except any one be ſo hypercritical , as:to: 
1magine, that Take the Holy Gheft unpowers aperſon roOrdain, - 
and Receive the Hely Gheft doth not ::;But--why:then do: Preſ-' 
byterians complain, that the Biſheps reſervethe power of - Ordi»: 
mation and Juriſdiction to themſelves, indulging 40 Presbyrers 
onl ſome infcriour Ats ( ab oneni exenſeione eoi:procul ofſe con- 
clkdinwwe, 981, 9145 ſibr, newtiquam concelſac cnnquerantyr; Prefers 
0 & {308: 


arripiane.) cetiqns' donor complain, 
ot 
ey” OI: on then” a 
powet-of Ordaining, bur rhey?e5 _ Ir Pe Y 
mitrei] yhe exerciſe of-rhart power 77 nor ts #&) . 
have no power to ſuſpend and nnd war Siztdb here: 
noc ſuffered ropur'forrh chac power', bur only: (which the fim- 
pleſt Chutch-Warden gp "do drone offen: 
dets. mn 5 es WO "w WHT WRT, 
;, \Buracts farchev objoied, Thais ure det '& yin 
rhedhends of the Biſhop, advantia-to the' 
indeterminate and indefynte jower' {5 noe "of #2 
contmitted to hins, but a power, fuis fini net 
lie & limibur idin&47'8e (pens 3m a 2. 
quos admitricur enumeratione definics 8 'coneluf7}, "there # 4 
part  enmeer ation of all the Alts uns which the power of +. 
y doth extend , among 'which there 15 no mention of creatin ”s 
of Prechyters aud Deacons, D.H. H. in' his prefaters his: Diſſer- 
TATIGURe- | 

uſo, :Lanſwer;that when one's made Prezbjtet, ih 
fnigeand inderertninate power is not” given to hunt, and that 
there is an enumeration of theparciculat a&ts about which a Preſ- 
byrer1s molt converfant;” bur/ deny, that char enumeration was 
ever by the Church intended for 4perſectemmieration ; Ex nok, | 
ſaid, this chou haſt powerto-do,/but tiothing <lſE7/ i Ado 
comes a P;esbyter ts have power” of voting; fil Ae 
Convocation, when he is calledtoir. Therejsan e peer el 

op, anion mong which there is no menrioh 
cons, "tha 


| \ of the. Acsof a Bith 
niay' wE'therice'fon I 


ordaining Prielts and 
the * Biſhophah no power of conteting [ ordetss” mn 
. 05j, 'nour Enghth Chuitch! I tid after the REforinati- 
charPresbyters nei-. 


on; it inddncy hetd aSan nb yp 
ther lingie-, norin conjuntion , had any 'power of ontiling. 
angeconfidence ! Ws this + ever hetd: 25 a un-- 


Deacons: and men's Tabid.” 
'- 4nſw: Set - 
doubred 
Whar.Con of the Church of Engl 
maneminentin our-Reformation; 'or 
ſaidſo ?* Do ner &ſher, Dirvenant, Ma; on, Field, &c. fiy, 
Er; Fresbyrers is valid:, which ir coutd norbe;if 


he and thit both before and after our Reformarion 7 
Caich ſo ?* What one- 
fore our Reformation, 
_ Ordis- 
$-nl 


ROOM 
PUT, & 2mAre Ac 
ang CO: at 

har(Presbyrers 


ers; [Em 


| Years and opward, - Lec me as you whaarethoſe-Epilcopat men 

rhat el you ſo? are they ſnek as you can ro have tcad 
the molt confiderable books chat were written in all ages of 'the 
Church? For my. part I-have uſually, obſerved that thoſe: who 


thus boaſt of all. Antiquity, are; very r2-toall- Anciquiry 
and never ſo much as (aw: + Faers and Cod thy to Fre 

| | that ſatch beharth 
all c 
w 


of. Tf you are reſolved to cloſe. with.every one th ; 
be Fachers an his fide, you rank. preſently arr: PapiR, for 


vho more prerends Anciqui or 016 Ape ag Gund the Pa- 
_piſt? Bur rf, yon.will nac 0 every one that pretends rabave 
all Anciquiry on tus fide, then I bope you may chk irrezſonable 
©czamne. ; Epiſcoparigns pretences to Antiquity ; which if 
YOu wel do,..you, will find. that prime. Antiquity 45:0 friend 
ich'ah Hierarchy as they now. would obtrude upan us. My 
vi Ayes &- Ther 1 Ione potfeja, mngonency as:3n peel 
eth, you wouldavoid all Diſpucations of this nature, which I have 
but rarelyobſerved to have any good ſucceſs. -: 2» If you cannoc 
&void Diſputation, then if ir be poſſible gonfine; your diſpare co 
Scripuxe.times': Pur hin char cantends for Epilcopecy- as ear- 
nelily as if che very being of. the Church did depend Wn, ts 
prove the, Divine Inſtitucion. of is ;,apd.'aflue; your ſelf, chav 
which capnothe proved out of che Scriprures,; is not neceſſary ro 
the being of the Church ; 3.0 you mult necds.encer unto the liſts 
about owe rnd of your, Opanion, then RR, 


of 


_— 


Mt watts yr Mar = ; to ſend SY 
ipets, orb fell outwhich is like ro multiply 
of be cengeton came;to my 


g fo iy 
y> To = one 
Spirit Sh perp my wn that he doth not ſee what end the 


Tn Rr ie that natures, wal 
* be chat theſs throw Sante NH : 7, x nal 


g ſerch 
or ove or oth Sf Acb10%e 


would ſig gh Coleen ira to ” qt. er pncakey 
' nation wirhout ſo much as conſidering, written and 
printed agtinſt? it. And if I know any ig myſelf, .1 am 
_ableroſay, <hic comers the eaminatanor is Papers Withouc 
che leaſt prejudice againſt his Perſon or: BE Nay.1 
cant cfely fa that am hugely defirous to be his Proſelyre. Bur 
che eminent Mirandula hath taught me; that whichI alſo expeti- 
mencally fn, nemo credit aliquid vers preciſe rayon vnlt credere 
Alud ſev fin gn 4 orentia bomanis Jeers Signed appe- 
reve antdlleft bois ds \rpſe volwerit, Though. I would 


fan think ir awfi nn Wed __— my Argumencs 
£5 prove fy eilawful, be pas I ſhall never be able co I 
my mind. 

This Learned Presbyr þ- 3. pla :rels us, that repeating or 
doubling of Ordinatien 5 pen fk its firſt and naked conſ- 
deration.. And p. 5+ vw 75 2p42#, he affirms, that he dare not 
juſtific oxr akers ; in the impoſing of it. (by che way he may 


do well to conſider, whether his oyer-haſty ſubmugring to re-or- 


dination be nor a vircual, at interpretative" jultificacion of 
ireir,) But he Pug pics that ihepurs\irjn che 


thoſethatr Fo 
member of ſuch things as the neceſſity of comvemence as tolerable 
JOS 5. Notwnally A 


wſpells it #4 not good, Pandas 


a. 


$1, geo 5 Ore hd Fu | 
il co the diſpute; > 
thus reve- 


Pare 


el, granc 


oper with a:lar- 
attend his moti- 


© Hebelieves that Ordination by Presbyters lullxing bus alit- 


F 1 


© Anglicane. gf 0! real | i tn et 3 

For my part, Ireadily acknowledge ,. that he who is already I 

aMiniſter, may berake himſelf roa Biſhop, or to any one elſe | 

whom the Magiltrate ſhall appoint, to procure « Licenſe toexer- 

ciſe his Miniftry quietly ; but the queſtion is, Whether, when Les 
; K. 


{3 ed. but rhat hi 


CL. 

ake axether Ordination, andibat the 
7 agen whichtke | #{erh, when thoſe who before were 0 
7 os are made Cafe encline to. the Negative his 
, Lead Cab ro the Afrmacive. 


wele a Minſter, Ima gov 


In which Opinion he faith, f evicky he { ay | womans hes 

*. cauſe whey, = was ordiined "ny the very words 
* uſed at the point were, hem by th ofhande we ſet 
to the ff of the Ming + 'in che Ordinition'by 


s Ant as to preach tle Word and 
egation where thou ſhalt 
EE hoon Eee 
in his Opinion ; for the wor 
are notall thewords chat were uſed in his &; Gas by the Bi- 
ar chen hp wins yp ih Aye ; whoſe. | 
- remitteſt beremitted, 7 et4;ne 
[or all be retained © ja 7 wah Prayers 1g » that Hors Fae 
| him t@ beno Airifie 
"He {athinthe ſame place, bat 47, words uſed in al 
<Ordhygei do: rome "oP (ihe wt ike power to the TR 
not, but rather a Cc at 
<rhe I, may.doubcleſs, ( and God 2Qyal ly do hai 
' * one (and can bur rhe gneoply) to ſuch as are in his caſe, All this 
ſure makes much againft him ; by for if the Protomariah Opipnac 


onfleaye him nor c > ble of any thi 
fs I, che pA þ Chu, wi why 


bur 6nly che free uſe REM: ini 

wilt heſubmir tofuch a Form of Ordinari 0= 

{icured to confer rhe. very Miniſtry. it (e/f ? wy; 4 che iti gh 
- Reverend troubled ro.do thar which is already done ?. Why. are 
ſuch Prayers put up to God: as mavifeſtſy ſuppoſe Sc! va 
Minifter ,. when as I all the while ſuppoſe my ſelf robe a Minj- 
- er? Ler Mr. Hwuwfrey but-procure us to- be ordained in ſuch 
away, as ſhall only licenſe us to aha {5 Minifterial Aucho- 
rity we alre:dy have, and to be prayed for with ſuch a Form of 


hf 

Prayer, whoſe tendency ſhatl be ro1mplore a Blefhng upan 

us inthe uſe of chat war a Puntfion we haye already. N 
Þbuc we ſhall moſt readily and thank-. 

Fally accepr of ir.. Bur tiff this be ler him not þ lane vt, 


and then he need nor daybr, I 
nd chuſe rather to ' Frghans bp 
| alrtmeyfoaleges (tyrant affliction rhe 


'X Jp - 7D. CO EDT Yon Ie WE TD 2 4 ns Cars wy 44.4 * « 


a 


be ro-mullige has 


queniech : © hat evil 


* me,why may I not degrdained ewice as well as once,and thei 
© as well asawice, there beftill reaſon fuficient? fuſwn No 
Quettian if chere be reaſon ſufficient, a_man may be: ardaigied 
every hour of the day ; bus there cannot be reaſon ſufficient for 
ordaining either a rhurd or a ſecond time to the ſame Office , be- 
cauſe the end of Qrdination-is attained by one Adminiſirarion of 
it, and che Church of Chriſt may do nathing in vain.. As for 
che Inſtance of ſecond marrying, byir is either underfioed.mar- 
of a ſecond wiſe, when che firſt is dead, and if fo, tis 
angely impertinent : Or elſe a ſecond ſolemnirnion ofthe 
former ;: and then I ſay that no wiſe man thae hath al 
ww been — lawful way, _ « om. vey» jen 
a Farm of Martiage on OT m all rhie ume before, ro 
have had no-right to bes wife > "Tis one thing to goto-a Juliice 
EDI IE er his hand, :coſe- 
curea mans ſelf, Wife and Children frat moleſtation, anocher 
ching- to go- eo; the Congregation and be tnacried with all_the 
Prayers and religions falemnmes appouned in; che Common- 
Prayer-Book. I. donor think chat Mr. Famwfrg .canprodite 
any one-inftance of a; perſon;'Sarced-th aſecand] Marriage, chat 
had been: hefere validly married. e - not - a66ording- £0-the 
Canons in-fbrce. 1 dere Mr. Af. whom 1 lowkupon as a fert» 
aus: perſon, that he wauld onetuee in. hi. Seudy' read. over the 
Farm of Mazriage, and ety yeheched ir-would nor go-much againft 
the hair to-uſeictotwoperſoms, whofor many years had livedin 
He proceeds im-his:Qyerigs : * May not the Oaih of Allegi- 
© ane@ and Supri be repeared, and yet Gods: Name. rot tas 
© keninvain ? Is it enough to make our Lirurgy unlawful; de- 

. <caiſewe-hive in one Service the Lords Prayer wwice over 7: 
Aſs Some would: fay _ the: Exghſs Liturgy _ 
3 whit 


| 
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(89) 
whir the berrec for appointing the Lords-Prayer to be twice uſed 
in one Service; they think ir looks ſomwhar too. like that vain : 
| Battology condemned by our Savicur.Bur I for my part think not 
_ thar' ir 1s fimply- unlawful to uſe rhe Lords Prayer twice in 
one Service;: bur how it will be hence inferred, that therefore ir 
is not unlawful to repeat Ordination , 1am not ſo quick-fighted 
as to perceive : The things we pray for in the Lords Prayer are 
things which ſore of the congregation have not atall, which eve- 
ry one had need ro have renewed , 'hence it 18” we uſe it often 
andif wee ufe'it with faith and affe&tion we have hope our ufing 
_ of it will not he in vaine;but as he rhatis in the fate of Juſtifica-, 
tion & is perſwaded that he is in ir,fhould:fin if he ſhould pray ro} 
be pur into it:ſo I'think that he whois already by ordination made a v 
Minitter, ſhould fin if he ſhould again pray co be made a Miniſter, 
or ſubmir<o any other Divine Ordinance, the end whereof -is to 
-make a'man a' Miniſter. op | 
'{ <Ireadof one Baptiſm in Scripture anda ſtreſs is laid upon ir, 
but I read noriſo of one Ordination : where there 1s no Law to 
<the contrary,where I pray lies the Tranſereſſion ? ] Juſt thus 
I have heard that one who is lately ſent inro- another warld, ar- 
gued inthe Pulpit, that heread of nity, but never of Uniformity, 
Ergb,/ &c. © But dorh icindeed follow, that Ordination may be 
repeared , becaufs we donot find thoſe words, owe Ordination in 
Scripture: Why, if we had read of one Ordination , Ordi- 
| nation miehr have been repeared notwithſtanding: : For: icis "'" 
not therefore unlawful.” To repeat Bapuſm '(rhough upon other 
accounts the 'Teperidion of ir baknkat) becauſe -ir is ſaid one 
Bapriſty ; for'the uniry there ſpoken- of ' is not numerical, but 
 ſpecifical.' Ong is as much as common to all ; won reſpicitar((aich 
Voſſing, in bis Theſis de Anabaptiſ.) nnitas uſurpationis, ſod un- 


145 partium ſnbſtantialinm;' aque'ſc. & verbi. Bur as-E ſay; that 
Ordinazodt might have been itetable; though wehad read of one 


Ordinarion,ſ6 Tay; thit rhongh we read no ſuct-words as one 
Ordination, it mzy be unirerable, and-that ir is'ſo, will appear, 
by the Arguments uſed in-the Lexrer, and others ſuggeſted to 
Mr. 'H.if his Anſwers tothem, or to any one of them prove un- 
farisfactory, I | ; | - ; : $52 So 
The firſt Argumenthe brings againſt tatnſelf;'1s- that of ſcan+ 
dal, which he-chus propounds, pr 24, 25. © pra do 


(6) 
Frhink ir unlawful ro be ordained again,-and-by ſoging ſchon 
© one as Mr.” H. re-ordained, will = imboldned cg do {o-like- 
ewiſe; which if they do, whilſt they believe (or doubc Jitto be 
©unlayful, rhey periſh; and when we fin againſt the þ 
© andwound their weak Conſcience, we {in againſt Chriſt. ;;,To 
_ this be anſereth, «Thar if a man whois ſatisfied of arhifg as 
© jndifferent andlawful, muſt yec forbear, upon the account-that 
© his example, others may be emboldened to the ſame, who 

£ having nor that knowledge, do judge 1t unlawful, and ſoſini 
© they do it ;rhen is che way.of poor Chriltians(che Lord knows) 
&yery firaight-; and char he 1s-through Grace-ſomnthing Ks il 
* nedto judge;that a man may ſomumes do much good 1n leading 
< an'example to the doubrful, when a thing is becoming neceſſa- 
©ry, p.26. | | 
| 1 in Argument. 1s none of mine, & therefore ir need not much 
trouble me what becomes of it ; neverchele(s I chink nor meer 
£0 paſs irover Without acquainting you a lictle with my thoughts 
concerning it. : F 

1, Methinks that of Mr. Rutherford, 1n bis Treatiſe of Scan- 

dal, p.5 3,54. hatha great deal in 1t, viz.. We read not of ſcandals 

cnlpable in Gods Word, but there be ſone moral Reaſons it them. If 
there were-no probable rexſon toimagine there were fin in re-or- 
dination , I could not be under obligation to abſtain from it, for 
ferr of offending my Brother: therefore do I not ferbear:toturn 
up the-hour-glats, or: to wear a Gown when I preach, becauſe 
there is not any apparent moral reaſon why eicher-the ons o: the 
other ſhould ſcandalize, both the Glaſs and the Gown being of 
meer civil uſe, and haying no moral influence in my preiching : | 
For I uſe and may uſe my Glaſs and my Gown in reading an huw- 
maniry or Philoſophy-Le&ure to-Freſh men. 

2: Edo alſo judge that of Gregory deValentia, . to have truth 
andſavour init ; that the Lawfor the avoyding of the ſcandal of 
a weak brother, doth nor oblige us to forbear any thing, which 
cannot be forborn ſine maxima aliqua & pene mtolerabils difficul- 
tate ; Wherefore if ir ſhould come topaſs, chat I can neither 
preach nor have a- livelihood unleſs; I be-re-ordammed, I ſhould 
not ſtick to ſay that I were ro ſubmic to re-ordination ( ſuppoling . 
irbe lawful )- rhough' thereby ſome through their ignorance or 
weakneſs, ſhould be ſcandahzed.: - I' would: become Army, i 
any one, rather then loſe 'the opportunity of gaining ſouls, Bur 


| (50) 
_ then firlt Me. Zmf. mighs do well to confider; whether this 


neceflity 


eceflity benor anccefficy which he bath brought'an himſelf and 
ontorhe King got ble pecblbrror cnc Po: 
tothe Kings Ma 11 
all this aajalller re-ordination. . ng nm. do well coweigh 
this, wherher he did before he took Orders a ſecond time, endez- . 
your to ſarisfie choſe Brerhren abour him chat were hke to be 
ſcandalived by that his praQiſe:For many things may be lawful y 
done after we have given a reaſon, and la to prevent {tum- 
bling, which could not elſe be done withour (in. * 
. 6m — 


proceeds p.2$8.to that whichis indeed the main 
againſt re-ordination z which he thus propounds : 
is that which according to Divines, dozs give -a man the Office 
of the Miniſtry, this is the end chey account of Ordination : now 
when a mani is Minifier already, there-is noc this end, If there 
be nor irs end, it is to no purpoſe, an Ordinance of God taken in 
vain, which is againſt the Third Commandment. To this he 
anſivers, p. 29. * There are more ends then one in Ordination, 
© as in Baptiſm andother Inſticunons ; it 1s not ro: the 
* raking 6r uſing an' Ordinance, chat a man be capable of all its 
© ends ( I might add ifneed were, nor the grand end ) ſo long 
$ 25 there is ſome riphr and ſufficient end of rheſame. To this, 
the Reply is nor difficult: We eafily grant , one \may rake or 
uſe an Ordinance, who is not capable of all irs ends ; bur chen he 
muſt rake it in ſuch a Form of words as is expreſſive only of thoſe = 
ends of which he is capable. I will 1lluttrate my felf by the In- 
ſtance of Mirriage ; one end of it isprocrearion , I queſtion noc 
 'burhe may miatry; who in a natural way is nor capable of beget- 
ing children, elfe muſt I condemn all the Marriages of aged per- 
fons ( which I have no warrant co do.) Bur then this perſons 
dead bodymuld be fo far conſidered, as that no Prayer be pur up 
of this nature,that God would bleſs him with Iflue ; elſe I cempr 
m_ __ pray _ him to —_ a met” aro natess ul : 
1ersof the Engliſh Liturgy upon, and appoint 
the Prayer fo Children to be omitred , in caſe there be no-na- 
tural hopes of Children. Th like manner one thatis ordained 
already, and fo a Miniſter, he may be agatn ordainedin order to 
thefree exerciſe ofhis Miniftry, bur nor ordained with rhat Or- 
dinacion, whoſechief end is to give the very Miniſterial Com- 
- nifſion and Aurhoriry : He proceeds, p.30. 


? 
- wy 


4 


by Jobs , bur ſome ſay, that he was not baptized for himſeKf; 
ochers ſay for himſelf ; and theſe later 1 judge have-che Truck 


on their de « - Why might he not uſe the Sacraments as a Pro- 


felon of the erue Religion ? as parts and- afts of the Inſticured 
"Worſhip appointed by God? Yea,why migar he notuſe them 
as Seals of the - Divine Promiſes - made to him as 
7? Yea, why might he not uſe che Sacraments for. the 
Confirmation of his Faich in theſe Promiſes > Bur ter M. Awwf. 
if hecan- prove that in the Bapiiſme of Chriſt angyords were 
uſed by Fohn exprefiive of ſuch an end as Chrift was noe capable 
of. Bellarmine ith, John uſed no Form of Words.. Some Fa-- 
thers,and moſt Schoolmen think that he made uſe-of this Form, 
F baptize thee jn the Name of the Miſſlah t9 come. If thac 
were his Form, no ſober man I trow, will think chat kgkepc 
that Form when he baptized the Meſſiah himſelf... 
* bid. Pawl is made a Minifier by Chriſt himſelf, 4: 26.16, 
6 x7,18. = was he ordained after by the finds of men, 4&:. 
© 13.3. 'Tis plain then, thara man who is a Miniſter atready, 
©* maybe ordained, or rhat it is not ry to be ordained on- 
Gly cothis end, to have the Office conferred on him.. : 
" | Anſw. Here is ſomthing ſuppoſed 


fed, which cannot be proved':- 
Either, 1. That Paxl was before a- Minifler, and not only a 
Probationer and Candidate $q that Office. Now this is denied 
by very Learned men; and the place Gal. I. 2; reconciled to: 


their Opinion, 2. Ore it is ſuppaſed that Pawdwas now in the 


'T (iy, this 18 very E©.5- 
the Bi | Will, i 
Read of giving m_— : 


(72) 
Wh this Ingenuous Author hath found out a Setvs for thar, pap. 
WA © It a mando. both- clearly and unfaignedly drama F 
© ter this re-ordination declare himſelf , renouncing of his 
© former Ordination, wall not by the Lord, ought- not by man, 
© robe laid to his charge, and that upon this evident reaſon, be- 
© cauſe Expreſſion in this caſe doth give-Conſtrucian to the aQti- 
£ on : thedenonunation mult be a fortzorz, and there canbe no 
© doubt to theunbyaſled, whether -a manifeſt . Declaration", by 
* mouth, or a dumb ſhew or a&1s the clearer, and ſo the ſtronger 
- © gnification. Bur poor-dull I was wont tothink, Proteftatio 
0x valet Ha War If I ſhould rake rhe Engagement, .and 
plainly declgze borh before and after, that I intended not tore- 
nounce or to. go againſt eicher Covenant, or Oath of Allegiance, 
would chis jultifieme in the fight of Godor men? If it woyld, 
Monarchs have not ſo faſt hold of their Subjects, as I have alway 
deemed them to. have. | EE i 
Pag.42,43- The Queſtion being only this at the higheſt, whe- 
ther *© an Authoriry or Commiſſion to an Office or Work, in the 
* Nature of the thing, may be renewed or refreſhed ? There is 
© one Inſtance alone may, I think, pluck the ſuperſtious doubt 
* upby rhe root from the hearc : The Apoſtles beyond queſtien, 
© had-Miſſiom and Commuſſion, and ſo the Gifc, whatſoever ic is, * 
© from Chriſt, when he madethem Miniſters in his Life, and yer 
* we find their Commiſſion or Authoricy Miniſterial renewed ex- 
< preſlely again after Chriſts Reſurre&tion, Fohn 20, 21,22,23. 
© Which herein hath the more ſupporr in ar, rhart it is rhe ſame 
* Form which is uſed to us, Withonr repeticion. ; | 
How different are the apprehenſons of men 2 Thar whach 
co him ſeemerh ſtrong enough to pull the ſuperſtitious doubt up 
by the root, to mee ſeems nor to ſhake , or ſo much as ronch the 
root : For it is judged by ſome, that the Commiſſion Mar.10. 
was but temporary , and ſo expired upon the recurn of the Diſ- 
ciples : Bur I'do riot think, that the Presbyters ordained Mr. 
Hwumf.to be a Miniſter only till the Reſticution of che Biſhops. . 
2. However all grant che Commiſſion then granted, was bur 
parrial, ſuch as did notauthorize to all Mimiſtertal Acts, nor to 
adminiſter the Euchariſt, not co abſolve Penicents, not to con- 
firm che Baptized, &c. Bur the Ordination {ny va Was 
full and compleat , *rwas ſo thought by the Ocdainers, *cvas {6 - 


_ thought 


. gceceived men as 


| CI fr 


thanghr by.che Ordaingd, and ha prople pare is Qrdination 
: Maniſters, as compleat Pndiens, receiving all 
Ordinances from chem, as occakon offered ir ſelf, and | 
chem the double honor,g&e.fo that all that can/ hence be i inked: | 
is but thig,that. they Who have only been- made Deacons, 
made Presbycets,.. and of that rhere- is nb made 3. n | 
henee it follows nor, that they who hwebeen made Prielis, and 

aged for ſome years —_ as ſuch, may now be made Deacons "gains. 
and afterwards be made Prietts, 6, Sond 

There's any wo oycuna 


UTIL. 
before Mar nlp while ed Forke -prdinagen, we. 
alſo.open a wide gap to Anabaptiſme!; yau oreknow, 
tharche Church &f God, the Orthodox PX. of xe. bach. alway 

»Þut aHoimpious ; i | 
| gon peg peter nn. *£is upon + 
ih Ts ener beaſe- 
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(74) 
ribum [epe neceſſe habemns ſuniere ad:corpus nutriendun , ita ſemel 
per bapt:ſmum renaſcimur ſed ſepe pr conan nutrinnmr. Of the 
tirengch of this reaſon, Sorww'it ſeems was fo confident, that he 
rhought God could norwill or inſtiture, that bapriſme ſhould'be 
twice adminiſtred/; 'bur in'this he goeth a mote above. Ela. God 
might have appoinred'us tobe often baptized ,” but he'Hach noe 
thoughr meer to make any ſuch appointment, nor doth the na- 
rure of rhe Sacrament require any iteration : * As to the place int 
the Afts, there are as Yeſſixe, and before him Chemmiczay have ob- 
ſerved ro my- hand\,\ no fewer then"three opinions abour: ir 
i.e. Some binlding on the particles, wiv arid Jay , 'that'thoſe 
words vs. 5. When they: beard thit, care niot'the words of 
Luke, but of Paul, of Pax! telling what Fohns hearers did, -not'of 
Like telling what was the effect of Pauls ſpeech upon the Diſct- 
ples that heard him; if this ſenſe be accepred (and Grorzm ſeems 
co have nothing againſt ic, ſave this-orily, that Mfarmxn was the 
fir Author of 1r-) rhen' there's nor here the leaſt appearance- of 
rebaptization + Bue let us ſuppoſe Marnixine; Beza, Druſite;8c. 
ro be miſtaken in their conjecture; Opratus, whoſe fifth book is 
wholly againſt reperition of baptiſme , hath given us another 
account, viz that before Chriſt had given a Law and Precept a- 
bour Bapriſme, Fohns 4 woods: place, and'thoſe- who were 
zdmirred into theChurch by ir, never- receivedaty other'bap- 
_ riſme , bur that cheſe Epheſian Diſaples were' baptized wich 
Johns bapiiſme, after the precept given, and fothe baptiſmie was 
null. I'te tranſcribe thewhote place as findit, page 88, 89. of 
the Pars Edition, fbirwert temps plemtudims, certo temipore dediit 
leges 5aptiſmatni filins Dei, & dedit viam qua ireinn nd regua cele- 
rim dumtiipreceput aicens, Ite dacete ommes gentes baptizantes eas tn 
10110 paris, & filts, & fpiritus ſavtti, ex ea die vportiun fieri quod 
mandatum eft, awtetempus noluit emmadare quod operatums eff, ne t:- 


centians rebaptizaud; daret 15 dlterum frerit baptiſm Townts 
alternm Chriſts, baptiſma 7 oannis ante leges plemems ele rd 
 n0n erat plenans& tamey ſupra menirata niilia” honumint 'qura 1 


Deo crediderant ,quanevis wgnoratent filium Dei & ſpiritum ſanfluns, 
regnum colerun ess ron, ka _—_ inde eft wox fil dicentlt 
drebus Toxrms ufq, in hodierum , regnum Dei vim patitur, ff qui 
' vim faciunt, diripuent ind: 1de0 : x par, quid athwp 
baptizabas Fownes, denig, quia alerum -tongus erar ame gi 7 d 
WE .  aherums 


_—_ - - / —_ 


(75), 
alterum pſt precepte... Qui peſt prevepta in nmine [elumorirhattizg: 
(1 [wnt, in regnus legibus inet averun :qu1 ante. precepra ſine legs vine 
fecerurt. ſe exclujs non ſwit ergo ante precepta bapt F4Þ Dams hs 
efſer impper feltums pro per felto judicatum eſt ab.co cu; nens? Juaicat. Or. 
quia quaſs limes quidans fixns efſet juſſioms ater tempor antecedentia 
& ſequemiacunlapud Epheſum baptiarenar aliqui jn bapuſenart 
[oamu poſt, precepra,hos yideus B. Paulus interrdgavit av accepiſſont 


[piritum ſanilum,drxerunt ili ſe neſcure, aneſſer ſpirirus anciui.s 
drxu illis ut poſt baptiſma Toannis acciperent writum fanttun: Sic 
enim baptizatieraut quemadmodun multi a Joanne fucrant baptizatps 
Sed qui ante leges baptiz.ati ſunt ad indulgentian perijuuermn. , quia 
preſent fuerat, quia maulgentians daret, & nin erant ex tot rei, qui 
[54 non fucrant occupett. Ht vera, qu apud E Phefinm poſt. leges, 
| cent aptuſmate baptizeati Fuilſe legwutur, fit legs th SACTAWmenta 
erraverant ; quia jan untroduttam fuerat baptiſma Domini & ex- 
cluſum furrat ſervi, & ideo, quia poſt divina mandata, legibus debn- 
£7@ (re 11 regumm, non per violentiam, poſt hadiernoms. jams nou lice- 
Hat goo Her, licwehat, quare nolite vob; bl gndirs 


7 lendiri de ditto Apoſtel 
Pault, q#1. 50% poFt der ſouams operaruu werrogavit ; ſed poſt rem cut 
res non perſong diſplicuut. = Ef OP. | 
_. But what ne<d all chis.. 1'le grant theſe. Diſciples wee. before 
baptized, and now rebapuzed,, yer hence. will no: be proved. re- 
þ ;pcizition, not.that.cebaptization againſt IE I-difppre.; +I 
Liyzchattaman mult nor be bapuzed again withthe ſame baptiſm; 
now Johns Baptiſme was not the ſame with Chriſts, nor rhe.ſame 
_&y71-% 347 rs; not ſo much the ſame, bar char there.was-as much 
ground to.adminifter Chriſts Bapriſme af.er Jens, as. there was 
.© adminiſter Tohas bapriſmeafrer Circumcifion, a Sacrament 
GC SI ISH Lis SHE SGT IVR GT 1600 B66” # IT% Ce: ris IF 3 4 
_nar ſpecthically, different from, baprſmez . Of chis the. ſearged 
Vofius ſpeaks ſuccindtly and clearly, Pro drverſa fidelum tate po- 
It ſacramentuns initiationts varia re,fideliung enms all; redidernnt ;n 
 Chriſtuns venturum, alt in enum qui veniret,& quaſi in viaeſcet,ali; 
in ey gui an veniſſere, Primis inſtinma fait: circumcifio , akeris 
 baptiſmg Johannis e111 Lepoiness Cbrife. _ 
© Thwvedone With the main body of Mr. Humfrey's Diatribe,and. 
uſt novy contider of two or three Rragling. arguments , which 
may ſeem ro ſome not altogether ro-want weight, 
\, Page 56, 57; He propounds 2query, Whether an irrefragable 
 &r.50ment. may not be dr awn from 1g Apoſtles uſe of Circumciſion up- 


= 


deity affier the RofurteBiion of Chrift, to prove; that an Ordinance 
God ke df, bin b+avh of the third Conmupidnent querenh: 
DA i then, when it Gxmmot bu direfted to tte principal , wo, mot Irs 
proper end, fo long as it will but attain one higher then all , viz.the 
promotion of the Goſpel of the Lord feſus. py 
Anſw. Certainly no, for Circumcifion after the ReſurreQtion 
was no' Ordinance, being blorred out by the death of Chriſt, and 
naikdr6 his Croſs, *cryas become wgranus, rather then gunu: 
_ Had Timothy citcumciſed infuch a way as were the Jews 
before the p;flion of Ns IP had og _ no- 
thing;-Mr. Han. (hovid have thus propoun is ton 
_— from Pauls carcumciſmg ot La an irrefrapable at. 
eumenc'may nothe drawn, 'toprove, thit in order tothe propa- 
ertion of the Golpel, iris lawfulto ffe the outward rite or cere- 
mony of an zbolithed Jewiſh Ordnance ? had hefo propoſed ir, 
I ſhould nor have counted my ſelf obliged to return any. other 
anſiver but rhis, tharrhe-queſtion 15 no way pertinenc to rhe 
matter in hand : Por 1..Otdination is'not an aboliſhed Ordi- 
nance. 2, We are got calted to the bare rite or ceretnony of 
this Ordinance ; the queſtion is not, whether ir be lawful ro fer 
the Biſhop lay tus hand on my head, but whether ic belayful co 
Jer him lay his hand on my head, with rhis form of words, Receive 
thouthe Holy Gheſt;ot with any other form of words, rhe purport 
nr oof ro''confet/ che Minifterial power , which 1 already 
ave; | 

2. Heproduceththe authoriry of Doctor Baldwin, the Profel- 
ſor of Witten. who putting the caſe, wherher one ordained by rhe 
Popifts, may be agzin ordiined by wchough be maintainsthere's 
no necellity why-he {boyld fo be re-or , yer thus' decet- 
mines, Bod þ quis exiſt mat ſe tranquillins ſwo. in noſtris Ecclefis. 
officio perfung! poſſe, {i et1ans noſtr13 r1t1bus ad ſacroſanttum Miunlit- 
rium utatur,nihil obſt at quin ordinationem a mſtris accipers poſſut you 
enim eadem eft ratio Ordmnationis que baptiſm, qui iterati non pore}. 
Hoc emms Sacramentym eft E nfo la nent externus tantnm 71- 
tus. Lib. 4. c.6. _ | | OPS” Ms 
I, Suppoſing, bur not-granting, that Baldwinis fully for 
tum, yer Dey wo ane Verkande Author, 1s againſt in : 
Siont Baptizatus ſerel, iterum baptizari non debet, ita qui conſecra- 
xs oft ſemel, in codem iterum ordint non debit confecrari, Epi 
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 dayns, the Epitotnator of Barons, ad a 
frey have,a man for him, behath'av Arm 
2, I'do not ſee that Baldwiris for Hith, Farhed nes 6 
that a man whois ordained, and judgeth finſUlF nobeo , Thmy 
take aſecond Ordination, bur only that he who is ordained:, and 
15 not ſatisfied in his own mind and conſcience abour the validi- 
ty of his ordination, may be re-ordained, which caſe is heaven- 
ly wide from the caſe of Mr. Hwmfrey, for he thinks that be is 
ordained, and faith, he will rell the Biſhop ſo, yea, and dread- 
ethnor co affirm, that his Dzoceſax doth amiſs in calling him ro 
theſe ſecond orders. DEM RET NE. 
Now truly,though I would nor altogether baulk a way,becauſe 
no man didever walk in it before me, yer I muſt take leave to 
ſuſpeCt ſuch a way, and conſider well before I venture inco it : 


The Poecr ſaith, 11h; robur & es a_ circa pectus- qui fragilem, 


#4 xy” 
- 


In x$0ſe himſelf ro the Sea 


&c. He was a bold man, char djdfhirſt 

in a ſhip ; and King Taker woll ſy, frat he hid a good fte- 
mack, who firſt eat an oylter : May nor wealſo think, that they, 
who ever they are, were too hardy, who were the firſt that ſub- 
mitted to re-ordination , which if it be no more, xs Ordination 


cnn, en ns FT £9 
Page 94. He ſugeeſts, * That 1f he ſhould not be re-ordain- 


ed, many of his prog will not own him , but clamour, they 


© will not receivethe Sacraments from him, and perhaps _ 
7 | W 
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*witl 'make him Conſtable or  Church-Warden 7 

\ Conſtable or Church-Warden ! that. were picy indeed ;- bur 
yer better be cirher one or the other , chen do. that which is ſ@ 
deſtru&ive to communion of Churches , as re-ordination upon 
examination will appear to be: 'Tis not unlike ſone peeviſh 
people before this turn, mightſay, that Mr. Humf. was no Mi- 
nilter, becauſe not ordained by. a Biſhop ; but he did not then 
' Judge ic any part of his duty to be re-ordained, that he migh 
flop their mouths, how comes he now to be ſo tender of them; 
And I doubt ſome of the bercer ſort of our hearers, ſhould th 
underſtand that We are ſo light, as to take a non-ſignificant ordi- 
nation in ſo ſolemn away as we mult do , if we come under the 
Biſhops hands, would be ſo ſcandalized, as ſcarce to account our 
Miniliry worth attending on. Upon the whole I ſee not bur 
that they who refuſe Re-ordination , may be reckoned among 


 menof atender frame, and ſerious ſpirir, and not among ſuch as 


are of a ſcantyſoul, and too ſcrupulouſly ſuperſtitious conſci- 
ence : T he Lord lead you by bis Spirit into all truth, avd after yau 
have ſwffered. for a while make you perfet?. 
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